United States Court of Appeals 
for the Second Circuit 



APPELLANT'S 

APPENDIX 



MENU 

fflmoWTlVAILAOLE 


74-2221 


HttiteZi S>tatPB (Enurt of Appeals 


For the Second Circuit 


6 


Charles DeFelice, a minor under the age of 21 years, by his Mother, Gertrude 
DeFelice, Peter A. Dunn, a minor under the age of 21 years, by his Mother, 
Susie Harrison, George Irish, Jr., a minor under the age of 21 years, by his 
Father, George J. Irish, Vilma Moran, a minor under the age of 21 years, 
by her Father, Pedro Moran, Alfredo A. Ramos, a minor under the age of 21 
years, by his Mother Alfrida Ramos on behalf of each and on hehalf of all others 
similarly situated, 

Plaintiffs-Appellees, 


The Board of Education of the City of New York, Murry Bergtraum, 
President of the Board of Education of the City of New York, Harvey B. Scrib¬ 
ner, Chancellor of the Schools of the City of New York, Irving Anker, Superin¬ 
tendent of Schools of the City of New York, Jacob Zack, Assistant Superintendent 
in Charge of High Schools of the City of New York, and Hillery C. Thorne, 
Director of Central Zoning of the Board of Education of the City of New York, 

_ Defendants-Appellants. 

On Appeal from the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of New York 


APPELLANTS’ APPENDIX 

VOLUME I OF FOUR VOLUMES 
(Pages la to 78a, 1 to 162) 


Adrian P. Burk$, * 
Corporation Counsel of the 
City of New York, 
Attorney for Defendants-Appellants, 
Municipal Building, 

New York, New York 10007. 
(212) 566-4510 

Mortimer Todel, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs-Appellees, 
150 East 58th Street, 

New York, New York 1002-. 
(212) 753-7500 


FILED 

»( DEC 11 1374 


FUsfton C'-; 

• RCUjl - 


Z5NCTC0PY AVAILABLE 


PAGINATION AS IN OMKilNAL COPY 








TABLE OF CONTENTS 


PAGE 

Docket Entries 

Summons . l^ a 

Complaint 

Order to Show Cause 16a 

Affidavit of Mortimer Todel in Support of Order to 

Show Cause l” a 

Exhibit—Letter Dated March 22, 1971 21a 

Notice of Motion for Summary Judgment 22a 

Affidavit of Irving Anker in Support of Motion 23a 

Affidavit of Jacob Zack in Support of Motion 32a 

Exhibit I—School Population—Ethnic Distribu¬ 
tion . 35a 

Exhibit 11-1968-1969 Plan 37a 

Exhibit III—Skip Zoning Plan 39a 

Exhibit IV —Katz Decision (Barlow, J.) 41a 

Exhibit V—Report and Study Containing 1970- 

1971 Plan New York State Funded Project 43a 

Exhibit VI—1971-1972 Plan 45a 

Exhibit VII—Ethnic and Utilization Statistics for 

Brooklyn High Schools 47a 

Exhibit VIII—Maps 49a 

Exhibit IX—School Population—Ethnic Distri¬ 
bution . 51a 

Exhibit X—1971-1972 Description and Map of 

Queens High School . 53a 














PAGE 


1 I 


Exhibit XI—Utilization Statistics—School Popu¬ 
lation—Ethnic Distinction 55a 

Exhibit XII—Decision of Board of Education 

Dismissing Appeal 57a 

Answering Affidavit of Seymour Harr in Opposition 

to Motion 58a 

Answering Affidavit of Heymour Harr in Opposition 

to Motion 63a 

Exhibit 1 67a 

Exhibit 2 69a 

Answer of Defendants in Support of Motion 70a 

Memorandum 72a 

Memorandum Incorporating Findings of Fact and 

Order 906 

Order 930 

Judgment 1250 

Memorandum and Order for Judgment 1252 

Notice of Appeal to the United States Court of 

Appeals 1275 







a 



III 

TESTIMONY 

PAGE 

Morton Selub: 

Direct . 11,709 

Cross. 77,786 

Redirect 122 

Harold Saltzman: 

Direct 135 

Cross. 161 

Hillary C. Thorne: 

Direct 178 

Cross 208 

Redirect . 226 

Recross . 234 

James J. Baumann: 

Direct 244 

Cross . 256 

Irving Anker: 

Direct . 257 

Cross 311 

Redirect 360 

Harvey Scribner: 

Direct 386 

Jacob B. Zack: 

Direct . 431 

Cross . 689 

Redirect . 738 

Recross 763 

Statements (Unsworn) of Various Individuals Pur¬ 
suant to Court’s Order 974to 1129 













PAGE 


Abraham Wilner: 

Direct 1154 

Cross 1171 

Redirect 1210 

Recross 1219 

Statements (Unsworn) of Various Individuals Pur¬ 
suant to Court’s Order 1222 to 1245 

EXHIBITS 

For Plaintiff's: 

1—School Census Dated November 29, 1972 806 

3—Letter Dated May 13, 1969 to Mr. Harold Saltz- 
man 808 

5—Optional Program for F. Iv. Lane 810 

8—Summary of Existing Zoning Procedures as They 

Relate to the High Schools 812 

11—Overlay Map of Brooklyn Especially Franklin K. 

Lane 1965—1970—1971 ’ 815 

For Defendants: 

B—Experience Index 1971 - 1972 Academic High 

Schools 819 

C Borough of Brooklyn Community School Districts 

1961-1963 Academic High Schools 822 

D—1963 Borough of Brooklyn High School Zones 

Community School Districts 824 

E—1964-1965 Borough of Brooklyn High Schools 

Community School Districts 826 

F—1965-1966 Borough of Brooklyn High Schools 

Community School Districts 828 


/ 


V 

PAGE 


G—1966-1967 Borough of Brooklyn Community 

School Districts 830 

H—1967 -1968 Borough of Brooklyn Community 

School Districts 832 

J—Brooklyn Academic High School Zones 1972-1973 834 

K—Queens High School Zones 1966-1967 836 

L—Queens High School Zones 1971-1972 838 

M—Brooklyn Academic High School Zones 1968-69, 

1969-70, 1970-71, 1971-72 840 

N—1971-72 Open Admissions Announcement 845 

0—1972-73 Open Admissions Announcement 856 

P—Summary Judgment Motion for Identification 
Only Filed as Part of Record (Printed herein at 
Pages 23A to 58A) 862 

Q—From Brooklyn Enclaves to Queens Academic 

High Schools 863 

R—Press Release of Board of Education’s Brooklyn 

Zoning Announcement Plans 865 

S—School Population Ethnic Distribution for Bor¬ 
ough of Brooklyn 1965-1966 879 

T—School Population Ethnic Distriction for Borough 

of Queens 1965-1966 886 

U—School Population Ethnic Distribution New York 
City Area 1957 to 1967 891 

V—School Population Ethnic Distribution Academic 
and Vocational High Schools Borough of Brook¬ 
lyn for 1961, 1967 to 1971 894 




PAGE 


W—School Population Ethnic Distribution Combined 
Academic High Schools Borough of Brooklyn 
1957 to 1971 896 

X—School Population Ethnic Distribution Combined 
Academic High Schools Borough of Queens 1957 
to 1971 899 

Y—School Population Ethnic Distribution 1972 Com¬ 
posite . 902 

Z—1971-1972 Brooklyn High Schools Individual- 

Composite Ethnics by Grade 904 



Docket Entries 

71C 502 


DATE FILINGS-PROCEEDINGS 

5- 3-71 Complaint Filed. Summons Issued. 

5- 5-71 By Dooling, J.—Order to show cause for injunc¬ 
tion ret. 5/7/71 at 4:30 I\M. Filed. 

5- 5-71 Affidavit of service of order to show cause filed. 

5- 7-71 Summons Returned and Filed/executed. 

6- 17-71 Notice of Motion for summary judgment ret. 

6/21/71 filed. 

6-21-71 Before Pooling, J.—Case Called & adj’d to 8/6/ 
71 for hearing on motion for summary judgment. 

8- 5-71 Answering affidavit of Mortimer Todd filed. 

8- 6-71 Before Booling, .1.—Case Called for hearing on 

motion for summary judgment—Motion argued 
—Decision reserved—Papers to be submitted. 

4-10-72 By Dooling, «T. — Memorandum incorporating 
Findings of Fact and Order filed. It is Ordered 
that pltff’s motion for a preliminary injunction 
and defts’ motion for summary judgment are de¬ 
nied (copy mailed to attys). 

6- 5-72 Before Dooling, J. — Case called — Hearing or¬ 
dered and begun—Hearing concluded. 

6- 29-72 Before Dooling, J.—Case called—Pre-trial con¬ 

ference held & eont’d to 7/31/72. 

7- 31-72 Before Dooling, J.—Case called—2nd conference 

held & concluded—3rd conference set for 9/27/72 
—Stip due 9/15/72—Pre-trial memoranda due 
9/22/72. 

9- 21-72 Stenographer’s transcript of 5-5-72 filed. 

9-27-72 Answer of deft’s filed. 



I 




2a 

Docket Entries 

DATE FILINGS—PROCEEDINGS 

9-27-72 Answer filed. 

12-14-72 Pitff’s trial memo filed. 

12-13-72 Before Docling, J.—Case called—Trial ordered 
& begun—Trial eontd to 12/14/72. 

12-14-72 Before Dooling, J.—Case called—Trial resumed 
& eontd to 12/15/72. 

12-15-72 Before Dooling, J.—Case called—Trial resumed 
& eontd to 12/18/72. 

12-18-72 Before Dooling, J.—Case called—Trial resumed 
& eontd to 12/19/72. 

12-19-72 Before Dooling, J.—Case called—Trial resumed 
—Parties each move for judgment in their favor 
—Decision reserved—Parties to submit memo¬ 
randa—Trial concluded. 

5-16-74 By Dooling, J.—Memorandum incorporating find¬ 
ings of fact and order dtd 5-16-74 directing coun¬ 
sel to submit on notice of ten days orders provid¬ 
ing for redistricting within 30 days from date of 
this notice filed (copies mailed to attys). 

5-16-74 Stenographer’s transcripts dtd Dec. 13, 14 15 18 
19, 1972 filed. 

5-28-74 Copy of letter dtd. 5-20-74 from Samuel Polat- 
nick to Chairman of schoolboards of Brooklyn & 
Queens with attached letters from parents to 
Judge Dooling filed. 

5-28-74 Letters from Sal Sinatra, Mr. & Mrs. Noll, Mr. & 
Mrs. Fraundorfer, Anna Cutrone, and Mrs. Mau- 
rina in opposition to plan to integrate Franklin 
K. Lane filed. 




P 




I 


3a 

Docket Entries 

date FILINGS-PROCEEDINGS 

6- 3-74 Letters from Donald Pfeffer, Joseph Gambino, 
Peter Lubrano, and Edward W. Zeysegg in oppo¬ 
sition to plan to integrate Franklin K. Lane filed. 

6- 5-74 Letters from Mrs. Sparacino, Mrs. Pirrie, and 
Mr. & Mrs. A. Ehlich in opposition to plan to 
integrate Franklin K. Lane filed. 

6- 7-74 Letter dtd. 6-4-74 from Mortimer Todel to Judge 
Dooling filed. 

6- 7-74 Letter dtd. 6-4-74 from Man - Ann Smith to Judge 
Dooling with attached telegrams filed. 

6- 7-74 Letter from Mrs. N. Baccino in opposition to 
integration plan filed. 

6- 7-74 Mailgrams from Parents Associations Junior 
High Schools 93 and 119 in opposition to integra¬ 
tion plan filed. 

6-11-74 Letter dtd. 6-7-74 from Catherine M. Dattner to 
Judge Dooling filed. 

6-12-74 Letter dtd. 6-10-74 from Mary Whalen to Judge 
Dooling with attached letters filed. 

6-13-74 Letters from Rose Borst, Anthony Volk, Mr. & 
Mrs. Oleskin, Mary Volk, Harold Schell, Henry 
Reichert, Edwin Weinmann, Michael Doherty, 
Mr. & Mrs. Krebs, & Mr. & Mrs. Neidhart in op¬ 
position to integration plan filed. 

6-13-74 Letter from Liberty Heights Civic Association 
dtd 6-5-74 with counter proposal for Franklin K. 
Lane zoning filed. 

6-17-74 Folder of petitions and mail received June 14 & 
17, 1974 filed. 



4a 


DATE 

6-18-74 

6-21-74 

6-21-74 

6-24-74 

6-25-74 

6-26-74 

6- 28-74 

7- 1-74 

7- 2-74 

7- 2-74 

7- 8-74 
7- 8-74 

7- 9-74 

7-12-74 


Docket Entries 

FILINGS-PROCEEDINGS 

Letter from Mortimer Todel dtd 6-15-74 re im¬ 
plementation of integration plan for September, 
1974 filed. 

By Dooling, .T.—Order dtd 6-21-74 extending time 
for submission of final proposals to 7-15-74 filed. 

Folder of petitions & mail received June 19, 20, 
21, 1974 filed. 

Petitions & letters received 6-24-74 & placed in 
folder (document #52). 

Petitions and letters received 6-25-74 placed in 
folder (document #52). 

Petitions and letters received 6-26-74 and 6-27-74 
placed in folder (document #52). 

Petitions and letters received 6-28-74 filed. 

Petitions and letters received 7-1-74 placed in 
folder (document #53). 

Petitions and letters received 7-2-74 placed in 
folder filed. 

Letter ‘‘rom Vito P. Battista dtd 6-27-74 demand¬ 
ing investigation of meeting on 6-24-74 filed. 

Letter from Janet Huet dtd 6-19-74 filed. 

Petitions and letters received July 3 & 8, 1974 
placed in folder (document #54). 

Petitions and letters received July 9, 1974 placed 
in folder (document #54). 

Letter dtd. 7-9-74 from Frances Heckennan to 
Judge Dooling filed. 



5a 


DATE 

7-12-74 

7-15-74 

7-15-74 

7-15-74 

7-15-74 

7-15-74 

7-18-74 

7-19-74 

7-19-74 

7-19-74 

7-22-74 

7-22-74 

7-23-74 


Docket Entries 

FILINGS—PROCEEDINGS 

Petitions and letters received July 10 & 11, 1974 
placed in folder (document #54). 

Letters petitions received July 13, 1974 placed 
in folder (document #54). 

Letter from Mortimer Todel dtd 7-11-74 filed. 

Letter dtd. 7-13-74 from Robert Farquliar to 
Judge Pooling filed. 

Letter dtd. 7-15-74 from Doron Gopstein to Judge 
Pooling with attached Franklin K. Lane Zone 
Proposal and Educational Redesign of Franklin 
K. Lane High School filed. 

Petitions and letters received July 15,1974 placed 
in folder & filed. 

Before Pooling, J. — Case called. Conference 
held. Hearing set for 8-2-74 at 9:30 A.M. 

Telegram from Clara Jones opposing dejure seg¬ 
regation filed. 

Letter from Mortimer Todel dtd 7-19-74 filed. 

By Pooling, J.—Order dtd 7-19-74 setting 8-2-74 
at 9:30 A.M. for hearing on proposed rezoning 
filed (p/c to attys). 

Letter from Phyllis P. Miller dtd 7-19-74 with 
petitions placed in folder (document #61). 

Letter from Rita Singer dtd 7-16-74 urging rejec¬ 
tion of Board of Education plan filed. 

Letter from Mortimer Todel dtd 6-18-74 re judg¬ 
ment filed. 


9 


Ga 

Docket Entries 

DATE FILINGS-PROCEEDINGS 

7-23-74 Letter from Doron Gopstein dtd 6-14-74 re exten¬ 
sion of time to submit proposed plan filed. 

7-23-74 Affidavit of Irving Anker in support of request 
of Board of Education for extension cf time to 
submit plan filed. 

7-23-74 Regents’ comment on report integration in NYC 
public schools filed. 

7-23-74 Chancellor’s report on programs and problems 
affecting integration of the NYC public schools 
filed. 

7-23-74 Letter dated 7, 22, 74 filed from C. Ruane to J. 
Dooling. 

7-23-74 Letter dated 7/22/74 filed from M. Angus to J. 
Dooling. 

7-23-74 Letter dated July 22, 1974 filed from Mrs. Booker 
to Mr. Lewis Orgel. 

7-22-74 Letter dtd. 7-22-74 from Bea Kaplan to Lewis 
Orgel filed. 

7-25-74 Letters received 7-24-74 placed in folder (docu¬ 
ment #61). 

7-25-74 Letters from John DeRiso, Edith Cudrone, & 
Josette Lowenhaupt requesting time to speak on 
8-2-74 filed. 

7-26-74 Copy of letter from Richard J. Galvani dtd 7-18- 
74 filed. 

7-26-74 Letter from Robert Farquhar of the Franklin K. 
Lane Adult Education Center dtd 7-20-74 filed. 



Docket Entries 


DA. 

7-26-74 

7-26-74 

7-29-74 

7-29-74 

7-29-74 

7-30-74 

7-30-74 

7-30-74 

7-30-74 

7-30-74 

7-31-74 

7-31-74 

7-31-74 


FILINGS-PROCEEDINGS 

Letters from Lorraine Tuzzo, Joseph Ciaccio, 
Lois Hickey, Richard Schaubeck, John J. Gannon 
and Richard Schanbeck requesting time to speak 
on August 2, 1974 tiled. 

Letters received 7-26-74 placed in folder (docu¬ 
ment #61). 

Letter from Paul Kerzner dtd 7-25-74 requesting 
time to speak on August 2, 1974 filed. 

Letters from Rose Winter, Patricia Rackmann, 
Robert Farquhar, Lawrence G. Alaimo, Roger E. 
Hennin & August R. Metzler requesting speaking 
time on August 2, 1974 filed. 

Petitions and letters received 7-29-74 placed in 
folder (document #61). 

Request of Vito P. Battista dtd 7/29/74 as speak¬ 
er filed. 

Request of Marie McMahon dtd 7/27/74 as speak¬ 
er filed. 

Request of R J Galvani as speaker filed. 

Request of Phyllis D. Miller as speaker filed. 

Request of William R. Lusclier as speaker filed. 

Letters from Esther Lustig, Eleanor Koelling, 
Lorraine Pulis, & Jane Giaswald requesting time 
to speak on 8-2-74 filed. 

Letter from Theresa Moser & Andrea DeBergalis 
filed. 

Letter from Joseph P. Addabbo in opposition to 
present Board of Education plan for rezoning 
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Summons 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
for the Eastern District of New York 
Civil Action File No. G30-397 


[Same Title] 


To the above named Defendant: 

You arc-hereby summoned and required to serve upon 
Mortimer Todel, plaintiff's attorney, whose address is 
150 East 58th Street, New York, New York 10022, an an¬ 
swer to the complaint which is herewith served upon you, 
within 20 days after service of this summons upon you, 
exclusive of the day of service. If you fail to do so, judg¬ 
ment by default will he taken against you for the relief 
demanded in the complaint. 

Lewis Orgel 
Clerk of Court. 


Date: May 3, 1971 


By James R. Abram 
Deputy Clerk. 

[Seal of Court] 
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Complaint 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
Extern District of New York 

[Same Title] 

1. This is a civil action brought under Title 42 U.S.C. 
§1983 to redress the deprivation, under color of the statutes, 
ordinances, regulations, customs and uses of the State and 
City of New York of rights, privileges, and immunities 
secured to the plaintiffs by the Fourteenth Amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. Plaintiffs seek in¬ 
junctive relief and a declaratory judgment pursuant to 
Title 42 U.S.C. §1983 and Title 28 U.S.C. §2201 as to plain¬ 
tiffs’ rights and defendants’ rights herein. Jurisdiction is 
conferred on this Court by Title 28 U.S.C. £1343(3). 

2. Plaintiffs, Charles DoFeiice, If) years of age, Peter 
A. Dunn, 10 years of age, Yvette Harrison, 15 years of age, 
George Irish, Jr., 10 years of age, Vilma Moran, 10 years 
of age, and Alfredo Ramos, 17 years of age, are students 
attending Franklin K. Lane High School (hereinafter re¬ 
ferred to as “Lane”). 

3. (a) The Board of Education of the City of New York 
named as a defendant herein is a corporate body vested 
with the direction and control of the New York public 
school system. 

(b) Defendant, Murry Bergtraum, is President of the 
Board of Education of the City of New York. 

(c) Defendant, Harvey B. Scribner, is the Chancellor 
of Schools of the City of New York and is the Chief Execu¬ 
tive Officer of the New York City public school system. 


- ■! 
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(d) Defendant, Irving Anker, is Assistant Chancellor 
of Schools of the City of New York. 

(e) Defendant, Jacob Zack, is Assistant Superintendent 
in Charge of High Schools of the City of New York. 

(f) Defendant, ilillery C. Thorne, is Director of Central 
Zoning of the Board of Education of the City of New York. 

4. 1 his action is brought by and in behalf of each named 
plaintilY herein and on behalf of all other students and 
prospective students of a New York City High School, 
I' ranklin K. Lane High School under circumstances sub¬ 
stantially identical to those surrounding the zoning of Lane 
High School. The above described plaintiffs and defend¬ 
ants are properly before this Court. The rights to public 
education in an integrated manner asserted herein are com¬ 
mon to all students. The tacts surrounding the zoning of 
Lane High School are substantially identical and the plain¬ 
tiffs named herein will adequately and fairly represent the 
interest of the class. The questions involved in this pro¬ 
ceeding are those of a common and general interest, the 
parties numerous and it is impracticable to bring all of 
them before the Court, therefore, these plaintiffs sue for 
the benefit of all. 

5. For many years the defendants have determined and 
do now determine the boundaries for various senior high 
school districts within the City of New Y r ork for the benefit 
and education of the public and particularly the senior 
high school students residing in said City. 

6. Upon information and belief, the defendants and 
each of them acting with a common plan, design and pur¬ 
pose by aiding, abetting, advising and assisting each other 
in the establishment and alteration of the boundaries of 
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senior high school districts in the County of Kings and the 
County of Queens have adopted, and do practice, racial and 
ethnic discrimination and segregation by regulation, cus¬ 
tom, usage, rules and regulations, and orders and under the 
color of state law in the operation, management and control 
of their said senior high school districts facilities and more 
particularly, Lane High School district, as hereinafter 
stated. 

7. Upon information and belief, for several years de¬ 
fendants and each of them in furtherance and in execution 
of their common plan, design and purpose within the high 
school system, have by their regulations, customs and 
usage, and in execution thereof defaulted in carrying out 
the educational policy of the State and City of Xew York 
and of the nation, namely to eliminate racially segregated 
education, and in fact, the defendants have created de jure 
segregation in the Lane High School district as follows: 

(a) Lane High School is located on the County line be¬ 
tween Kings and Queens Counties and in the distant past 
Lane had traditionally drawn its student body from both 
counties. 

(b) Lane is considered a Kings County school and draws 
its students from that county as far away as five or six 
miles from the school while ten blocks north and east of 
Lane students are zoned into Queens County districts. 

(c) Queens areas contiguous to Lane High School such 
as Forest Park, Toodhaven, Richmond Hill and Ozone 
Park are zoned outside of the Lane High School district. 

(d) In 1964 the Hack and Puerto Rican school popula¬ 
tion of Lane was approximately 38% and today it is ap¬ 
proximately 80%. 
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(e) IIi£rh School zones in Queens have a white student 
population today of from 67% to 86%. 

(f) Kind's County is divided euohemistieallv into two 
tiers, namely the southern tier and the northern tier. The 
southern tier refers to schools which are primarily white 
and the northern tier contains scl ocls which are primarily 
Black and Puerto Rican. 

(g) Schools in the southern tier in 1071 have a white 
student population from 64% to 85%. 

(h) Pressure groups and political figures have influenced 
the defendants to refrain from desegregating Lane High 
School. 

(i) The defendants have failed in their affirmative duty 
to alter zone lines and draw new lines through counties and 
county tiers to facilitate the rapid establishment of an in¬ 
tegrated school system and more particularly, the Lane 
High School district. 

8. Upon information and belief, that as a result of the 
de jure segregation of the Lane lliirli School district edu¬ 
cational services necessary for the servicing of Lane are 
insufficient resulting in detriment to the health and educa¬ 
tion of plaintiffs. 

9. Residents of Lane district and contiguous districts 
at various times have requested and petitioned the defend¬ 
ants to terminate the aforesaid discrimination zoning prac¬ 
tices but the defendants have by their regulations, custom 
and usage failed and refused to terminate and abolish the 
aforesaid discriminatory practices; that by reason thereof 
the injury to plaintiffs is continuous, great and irreparable; 
is calculated to affect and does affect their health, rights 
and privileges as citizens of the United States. 
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10. By this suit and proceeding plaintiffs seek to re¬ 
dress the deprivation by defendants herein under color of 
law and of regulation, custom or usage of plaintiffs’ civil 
rights, privileges and immunities secured to them by the 
laws of the United States. 

Wherefore, plaintiffs pray: 

1. That said zoning of Lane High School district as now 
zoned be adjudicated as void. 

2. That, in view of the pressures of community groups 
and political leaders, the zoning of the Lane High School 
district be court supervised. 

3. That an order to show cause be issued out of order 
from this Court directed to said defendants, their agents 
and employees directing them to appear and show cause 
why a preliminary injunction pendente lite should not be 
issued until the hearing of this matter. 

4. That pending further order of this Court, said de¬ 
fendants and each of them, their agents and employees 
should be restrained and enjoined temporarily from en¬ 
forcing or attempting to enforce present zoning of Lane 
High School district. 

5. That the defendants be required to pay counsel fees 
to plaintiffs’ attorneys as deemed proper by the Court, and 
for such other and further relief as this Court deems just 
and proper. 


Mortimer Todel 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
150 East 58th Street 
New York, New York 10022 
PL 3-7500 
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Order to Show Cause 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
Eastern District of New York 


[Same Title] 


Upon the coinplaint and annexed affidavit, it is hereby 
ordered that the defendants show cause at a Motion Term 
of this Court, Courtroom No. 8 at the United States Court¬ 
house, 2l2f> ('admen Plaza East, Brooklyn, New York, at 
4:30 o'clock in the afternoon or as soon thereafter as coun¬ 
sel can he heard on the 7th day of May, 1D71 why an order 
should not be made enjoining the defendants from enforc¬ 
ing or attempting to enforce present de jure segregation 
zoning of Franklin K. Lane High School District and why 
an order should not he made directing rezoning under Court 
supervision; and it is further 

Ordered, that service of a true copy of this order on 
the Board of Education of the City of New York on or 
before the .1 day of May, 1071 at 6:00 pan. shall be due 
and sufficient service of this order. Copies shall be served 
on the individual defender by ordinary mail deposited 
before the 3rd day of May at 4:30 p.m. addressed to their 
place of employment. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
May 3,’ 1971. 

John F. Dooling 
U. S. D. J. 

FILED 
In Clerk’s Office 
U. s. District Court E.D. N.Y. 

May 5 1971 




0 


Affidavit of Mortimer Todel in Support of 
Order to Show Cause 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
Eastern District of New York 

[Same Title] 

State of New York ) 

County of New York ) ss.: 

Mortimer Todel, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

I am the attorney for the plaintiffs herein. This action 
is brought to prevent the Board of Education of the City of 
New York from continuing the process of creating a ghetto¬ 
ized segregated high sehool district on the Brooklvn-Queens 
border and thus thwarting and subverting the mandate of 
the Board of Regents of tin* State of New York which 
requires that, to the extent possible, all school districts be 
racially balanced to the end that educational opportunities 
and programs be enhanced for all children within the juris¬ 
diction. 

The policy of the Board of Education and the defend¬ 
ants as it has been implemented, has transformed the 
Franklin K. Lane High School district (hereinafter re¬ 
ferred to as “Lane”) into an almost totally segregated 
school to the detriment of tin* plaintiffs’ chances for future 
advancement and in defiance of officially established city, 
state and federal policies in the field of education. In ad¬ 
dition thereto, the defendants have deprived the plaintiffs 
herein under color of law and regulation, custom or usage, 
of their civil rights, privileges and immunities secured to 
them by the laws and the Fourteenth Amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States. 
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Affidavit of Mortimer Todel 

The six plaintiffs herein—two Blacks, two Whites and 
two of Spanish speaking descent—are students at Lane. 
They are representative of a class of over 4,200 students 
attending Lane. 

The plaintiffs seek a preliminary injunction to enjoin 
the defendants from enforcing or attempting to eirfnrce 
present de jure segregated zoning of Lane and plaintiffs 
seek to have the Court supervise a rezoning of the Lane 
district. 

Lane High School is located right on the county line 
between Kings and Queens Counties. In fact, the county 
line runs directly through the principal’s office. In the 
past, Lane has traditionally drawn its student body from 
both Counties. However, such Queens’ areas as Forest 
Park, \\ oodliaven, Richmond Hill and Ozone Park which 
are contiguous to the Lane district, have been zoned outside 
of Lane. Lane is considered a Kings County school and 
draws its students from that county as far away as five or 
six miles from the school, while ten blocks north and east 
of Lane students are zoned into Queens County districts. 
This results in high schools in Queens having a white 
student population in 1971 of from 63% to 86%, according 
to Ethnic Comparison of Academic High Schools prepared 
by the Board of Education. 

In 1964 the Black and Puerto Rican school population 
of Lane was approximately 38 % and today it is approxi¬ 
mately 80 %. 

Of significance, at the beginning of 1971 the Board of 
Education in new preliminary plans for zoning of Lane had 
so zoned it that the Black and Puerto Rican population 
would have been increased to 85% or 90%. However, upon 
information and belief, when the Board of Education 
learned of possible court action, the Board withdrew its 
plan. This still does not relieve the defendants of their 
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affirmative duty to zone a school district so that the Con¬ 
stitutional rights of the plaintiffs are not violated. 

In words of “art” used by the defendants, Kings 
County, for school zoning purposes, is divided into a 
southern tier and a northern tier. The northern tier 
euphemistically refers to the Black and Puerto Rican areas 
and the southern tier refers to White areas. In the south¬ 
ern tier the high schools in 1971 have a white school popula¬ 
tion of from 64% to 85% according to the Board of Educa¬ 
tion. An example of how this term is used is a letter an¬ 
nexed hereto in which a political leader and assemblyman is 
thanked for his efforts in keeping northern tier students out 
of a southern tier high school. 

For over seven years the defendants and/or their pred¬ 
ecessors have been alerted to the need to remedy the crea¬ 
tion of a segregated Lane school. However, it has been 
to no avail. Under the guidelines set up in the Statement of 
Policy and Reccomendations by the Regents of the Univer¬ 
sity of the State of New York, decisions as to means of 
eliminating racial segregation was to be left to local action. 

The guidelines further state that if the solution is beyond 
the capabilities of the local school districts or where a dis¬ 
trict fails or refuses to act, then the responsibility for crea- * 

tive action is clearly and inescapably that of the State. The 
State of New York financed a study of the Brooklyn schools 
in 1968, being fully aware of the creation of a segregated 
school at Lane. In 1969, upon information and belief, a plan 
for rezoning based on such study was suggested by the 
defendants. However, as a result of community and po¬ 
litical pressures, the defendants withdrew the plan. Upon 
information and belief, no further action was taken by the 
State to prevent de jure segregation at Lane. 

The defendants have an affirmative duty to alter old 
zone lines and draw new lines through counties and tiers 
to facilitate the establishment of a racially balanced dis- 
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t riot. as previously stated, to the end that educational op¬ 
portunities and programs be enhanced for all students at 
Lane. 

The plaintiffs, under all the past circumstances, can only 
look to the Federal Court for relief so that the Court can 
supervise the fashioning of a remedy to do jure segregation 
at Lane and to assure a school system in which discrimina¬ 
tion will he eliminated. 

No prior application for the within relief has been made. 

Wherefore, it is respectfully requested that a prelim¬ 
inary injunction he granted enjoining the defendants from 
enforcing or attempting to enforce existing do jure segrega¬ 
tion zoning of Lane and to order an immediate hearing 
towards the end of having the Court supervise a zoning 
plan. 

Mortimer Todel 
(Sworn to April 30, 1971.) 

Exhibit Annexed to Affidavit of Mortimer Todel 
Letter Dated March 22, 1971 

(See Opposite jgp 3 ) 
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Notice of Motion for Summary Judgment 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
Eastern District of New York 

[Same Title] 

Please Take Notice that the undersigned will move this 
Court, in Courtroom No. 8 on the 21 day of June, 1971, 
at 9:00 o’clock in the forenoon or as soon thereafter as 
Counsel can he heard for summary judgment pursuant to 
Rule JO (b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure on the 
ground that there is no genuine issue as to any material 
fact and that defendants are entitled to a judgment as a 
matter of law. 

This motion is based upon: 

a) Tin* allidavit of Irving Anker, 

Deputy Chancellor of Schools and 

b) The allidavit of Jacob Zack, 

Assistant Superintendent of 
Schools in charge of the Office 
of High Schools. 

Yours, etc., 

J. Lee Rankin 
Corporation Counsel of 
The City of New York 
Attorney for Defendants 
Office and Post Office Address: 
Municipal Building 
New York, New York 10007 
Telephone No. 566-2506 
566 4619 
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Affidavit of Irving Anker in Support of Motion 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
Eastern District of New York 

[Same Title] 

State of New York ) 

County of Kings ) ss.: 

Irving Anker, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. I am the Deputy Chancellor of Schools for the City 
School District of the City of New York and one of the 
defendants herein. Prior thereto I served as Active Super¬ 
intendent of Schools and Acting Chancellor, from March, 
1970, to September, 1970. I submit this affidavit in support 
of defendants’ motion for summary judgment. 

2. It is the defendants’ belief that public education in a 
racially homogeneous setting is socially unrealistic and 
blocks the attainment of the goals of democratic education. 
Although the extent of school integration in this City is 
somewhat limited by extensive residential segregation, ’t 
is defendants’ policy to improve the ethnic balance in its 
schools whenever feasible. 

3. The thrust of the complaint is that the defendants 
have purposely zoned Franklin K. Lane High School so 
that it has an unusually high concentration of black and 
Puerto Rican students rather than a more racially balanced 
student body and, thus, allegedly created a status of de 
jure segregation. As the following will demonstrate, this 
complaint is without merit. 


O 
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Affidavit of Irving Anker 

4. New York City’s population is a highly mobile one. 
Families, previously static, no longer remain in a single 
location through their lifetime. In fact, many areas in the 
City have experienced an almost one hundred per cent 
turnover in population from one September to the next. 
The result of this movement has, in many instances, been 
complete change in the ethnic composition of certain neigh¬ 
borhoods over a short period of time. 

5. During the past ten years the “other”* population 
in the city’s academic high schools decreased dramatically, 
from 83.3 per cent to 55.4 per cent. Notwithstanding this 
decline, by affirmative action, the defendants have sought 
to maintain a reasonable racial and ethnic balance in its 
high schools. 

6. Within the past ten years the “other” academic 
high school student population in Brooklyn was reduced 
by approximately 18,000. This decrease led to a drop of 
over thirty per cent of its share of the total high school 
population. Correspondingly, the black and Puerto Rican 
population increased by approximately 30,000. A copy of 
the student population and ethnic statistics for the high 
schools in Brooklyn, as well as a composite for the entire 
City, are annexed hereto and made a part hereof, marked 
Exhibit “1”. 

7. Brooklyn is divided ethnically into two sections. 
Northern Brooklyn (Williamsburgh, Brooklyn Heights, 
Park Slope, Bedford-Stuyvesant, Brownsville) contains a 
majority of black and Puerto Rican students; whereas 
Southern Brooklyn (Bay Ridge, Bensonhurst, Sheepshead 

* In tabulating ethnic statistics the Board uses the following cate¬ 
gories: Negro, Puerto Rican, Other Spanish surnames, Others. 
This last class includes whites, orientals and American Indians. 
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Affidavit of Irving Anker 

Bay, Flatbush, Midwood, Mill Basin, Canarsie) contains a 
majority of “other” ethnic groups. Such a geographic 
distribution seriously increases the already difficult task 
of integrating the schools of that borough. 

8. A further complication in achieving a racially bal¬ 
anced system involves maximizing plant utilization. The 
high schools in Brooklyn are extremely over-crowded and 
have been for many years. (This factor will be discussed 
more fully in paragraph 24, infra.) 

9. In light of the above, for the 1969-70 school year 
defendants caused a major change in the high school zoning 
pattern for Brooklyn. Previously, the schools had been 
zoned in a neighborhood pattern, with some enclaves situ¬ 
ated in the northern and predominantly black and Puerto 
Rican sector, to alleviate serious overcrowding and to 
provide students living in that area with the opportunity 
to attend predominantly white high schools in Brooklyn 
and Queens. A copy of the 1968-6!) plan is annexed hereto 
and made a part hereof marked Exhibit “II”. 

10. For 1969, the Board established a skip zoning plan 
which allowed a substantial number of incoming high school 
students from the North to attend the south Brooklyn High 
Schools. It established zones in the North of Brooklyn not 
contiguous to the Southern Brooklyn High Schools. Thus, 
a student residing in one of those enclaves passes or skips 
over one or more high schools in order to attend the school 
which he is zoned for integration and utilization purposes. 
This was the latest in a series of zoning plans which for 
years had sent black and Puerto Rican students into schools 
in white areas so that schools would be integrated. This 
plan had two goals: (1) to distribute the overcrowding 
more equally and (2) to improve ethnic balance. A copy 
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of that plan is annexed hereto and made a part hereof, 
marked Exhibit “III”. 

11. In effect, the foregoing plan created two tiers, one 
consisting of the predominantly black and Puerto Rican 
area and the other white residential areas. A substan¬ 
tial number ot black and Puerto Rican students living in 
the Northern tier were given the opportunity to attend 
high schools with an essentially white population in the 
Southern tier. 

12. Excepted from this plan were several transitional 
schools situated between the white and black areas of 
Brooklyn. These schools, which were formerly heavily 
populated by white pupils, reflected tho tremendous changes 
in the neighborhood residential pattern. These schools had 
reached the stage where they were close to becoming pre¬ 
dominantly black and Puerto Rican schools. As these were 
ahead}' lacially balanced there was no need to bring in 
children from outside the neighborhood zone. 

13. The legality of the foregoing plan as it affected the 
students living in Southern Brooklyn was challenged in 
the New \ork State Supreme Court and sustained. (See 
Katz v. l)oar, N.Y.L.J. .June 26, 1969, p. 14, [Sup. Kings, 
Barlow, .1.]). A copy ot the Katz decision is annexed 
hereto and made a part hereof, marked Exhibit “IV”. 

14. Aware of the need to annually review school zoning 
plans with a view towards both utilization and maintaining 
ethnic balance, defendants instituted for the 1970-71 school 
year a new zoning plan for the academic high schools situ¬ 
ated in Biookhn. 1 his plan was the result of an intensive 
two year study funded by the State of New York. A copy 
of the report of that study containing 1970-71 plan is an¬ 
nexed hereto, made part hereof and marked Exhibit “V”. 


Affidavit of Irving Anker 


15. Defendants, in the plan for 1970-71, sought to in¬ 
crease the ethnic balance of the Brooklyn high schools and 
improve plant utilization by continuing the use of enclaves 
and enlarging the already extensive option program. To 
this end the Board made an even greater effort to increase 
participation in the program by increasing the overutiliza¬ 
tion in the receiving high schools and using the added space 
made available to improve the ethnic balance therein. 

16. Furthermore, realizing the unique problems en¬ 
countered in operating Lane, defendants decreased that 
portion of the school zone located in Brooklyn. That de¬ 
crease, in conjunction with the option plan, substantially 
lessened the utilization while contributing to the mainte¬ 
nance of an ethnic balance at Lane. (See accompanying 
affidavit of Jacob Zack.) Correspondingly, this plan served 
to improve the ethnic balance at the receiving high schools. 
(See increase in percentage of black and Puerto Kican 
students attending Lincoln, Canarsie, Sheepshead Bay, Ft. 
Hamilton, Roosevelt, Madison, Midwood, Lafayette and 
New Utrecht High Schools as shown in Exhibit “I”.) 

17. The academic high schools zoning plan, for 1971-72, 
which is being attacked here is a result of the board’s policy 
to annually review .school zoning plans, and modify them 
when necessary. The new plan essentially eliminates re¬ 
liance on enclaves as the major method to promote inte¬ 
gration and substitutes, on an unprecedented scale, an 
option or open admissions plan. A copy of the 1971-72 
plan is annexed hereto and made a part hereof, marked 
Exhibit “VI”. This plan provides for increased integra¬ 
tion and improved utilization at the high school level. 
Approximately 2000 pupils will participate in the option 
plan. A significant number of them will be graduates of 
Intermediate Schools 55 and 271, situated in Ocean Hill- 
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Brownsville. These pupils would normally have been zoned 
into Lane. As a result of the option innovation these stu¬ 
dents are now able to attend high schools in the south of 
Brooklyn. A copy of the ethnic and utilization statistics 
for the Brooklyn high schools, including the loss or gain 
from open admissions, is annexed hereto and made a part 
hereof, marked Exhibit “VII”. 

18. Despite plaintiffs’ contentions, in none of the fore¬ 
going plans have county lines been held sacrosanct. Plain¬ 
tiffs argue that Franklin K. Lane High School, situated 
directly on the Brooklyn-Queens border line, should be 
zoned as a Queens school. However, the zone for Lane 
over the past six years has always included a significant 
area from Queens. Approximately one-quarter of the resi¬ 
dential area for the Lane zone is located in Queens. Any 
changes in the zone for Lane over the past seven years 
either decreased the area in Brooklyn or increased the area 
in Queens. Plaintiffs’ contention that the Lane zone ex¬ 
tends only ten blocks into Queens while it draws students 
from Kings County “as far away as five or six miles from 
the school”, presumes that schools must be situated in 
the geographic center of their zones. This view is un¬ 
realistic. It prohibits the defendants from creating zone 
lines that will encourage integration and achieve rational 
plant utilization. 

19. Plaintiffs feel that pupils should be drawn from 
certain areas contiguous to Lane such as Forest Park, 
Woodhaven, Richmond Hill and Ozone Park. A study of 
the areas so enumerated shows that most of Woodhaven 
is in the Lane zone; the Forest Park section offers only 
minimal residential area; Richmond Hiil has a centrally 
located high school (Richmond Hill High .School); and the 
Ozone Park student population is needed to maintain the 
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ethnic balance at John Adams High School. Interestingly, 
the zone line between Richmond Hill and Lane High Schools 
is almost equi-distant from the two schools. The zone line 
between John Adams and Lane High Schools is also rela¬ 
tively equi-distant from the two schools. The area imme¬ 
diately north of Lane is comprised of non-residential prop¬ 
erty, cemeteries and park land. It is therefore, clear that 
plaintiffs’ contention that the Lane zone has been gerry¬ 
mandered out of Queens and into Brooklyn for the purpose 
of making it a minority school is without merit. 

20. In addition, many children who live in the Bushwick 
area of Brooklyn attend Bryant High School in Queens 
and students in the Bedford-Stuyvesant area skip over 
Lane in order to attend Richmond Hill High School for 
integration purposes. Crossing county lines to attend 
school is by no means unique to Brooklyn and Queens. 
Several thousand high school students from the Bronx and 
Manhattan also cross county lines each day to attend 
classes. Annexed hereto and made a part hereof, marked 
Exhibit “VIII” are the following maps: Brooklyn High 
School Zone—September, 1968-June, 1972; Queens High 
School Zone 1971-72; and Lane High School Zone 1965, 
1970 and 1971. 

21. Plaintiffs claim that Lane should be treated as a 
“Queens school” rather than a “Brooklyn school” and 
thus its racial balance would more closely reflect the Queens 
population. It is submitted that plaintiffs by this claim, 
in effect are seeking to achieve a racial balance comparable 
to those Queens schools which have a racial composition 
more to their liking. 

22. Although it is situated directly on the Brooklyn- 
Queens border it is not feasible that Lane draw an equal 
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number of students from both boroughs. The neighbor¬ 
hoods in Brooklyn, contiguous to the school, are comprised 
of densly populated apartment houses which yield a great 
number of high school students. On the other hand, the 
Queens neighborhood contiguous to Lane contain private 
homes which yield many fewer students. In addition, on 
information and belief, many of those students of high 
school age who live in the Queens portion of the Lane zone 
attend parochial high schools. This further reduces the 
number of students available to Lane from Queens. 

23. Queens has also experienced a substantial change 
in the ethnic composition of the student bodies of its high 
schools. Within the past ten years the percentage of white 
students in its high schools has decreased from 92.4 per 
cent to 73.1 per cent. Despite the fact that an overwhelm¬ 
ing majority of the blacks in Queens live in southeastern 
part of the borough, defendants have created a zoning plan 
which provides each high school with a substantial number 
of minority students. As was stated above, many of these 
minority students are Brooklyn residents. Any change in 
the Queens high school zones will, of necessity, upset the 
balance therein created. A copy of the student population 
and ethnic statistics for the high schools in Queens is an¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof, marked Exhibit 
“IX”. Also annexed hereto and made a part hereof 
marked Exhibit “X” is a copy of the 1971-72 description 
and map of the Queens high school zoning plan. 

24. Finally, a comparison for the utilization figures 
for the high schools in Brooklyn and Queens reveals that 
the high schools in Brooklyn are more severely over¬ 
crowded than the Queens high schools. This makes it im¬ 
perative that a maximum of classroom space available in 
or near Brooklyn be used for Brooklyn students. To do 
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otherwise would further exacerbate an already difficult 
situation. A copy of the utilization statistics for both 
boroughs is annexed hereto and made a part hereof, 
marked Exhibit “X”. 

25. No zoning plan will be satisfactory to all people. 
Recently parents of children zoned into South Shore High 
School protested the subject option plan because the school 
would become overutilized if it were permitted to continue. 
In essence, the parents opposed the influx of students from 
the northern part of Brooklyn. The Board of Education, 
on April 29, 1971, dismissed the appeal. In so doing the 
Board stated as follows: 

“It is the decision of the Committee that the 
zoning directive, as issued by the Office of the Chan¬ 
cellor on March 19, 1971, should be retained. 

The schools in Brooklyn are all over-utilized and 
the method of attempting some ethnic parity is that 
all schools, including South Shore, wall have to share 
in the plans which the borough as a whole is expected 
to carry out.” 

A copy of the decision is annexed hereto and made a part 
hereof, marked Exhibit “XII”. 

26. It is respectfully submitted that the foregoing 
amply demonstrates that the plan was the result of care¬ 
ful consideration and was prompted by worthwhile educa¬ 
tional objectives. All children are treated equally and 
without discrimination. The plaintiffs have no right to 
insist on a particular educational organization when the 
change made here is reasonable and necessary to serv? the 
best interest of the pupils and schools system alike. 

Irving Anker 


(Sworn to June 15, 1971.) 


Affidavit of Jacob Zack in Support of Motion 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

Eastern District of New York 

[Same Title] 

State of New York ) 

County of Kings ) ss.: 

Jacob Zack, being duly sworn deposes and says: 

1. I am the Assistant Superintendent in charge of the 
Ollice of High Schools, under the jurisdiction of the Chan¬ 
cellor, and have held this position since September, 1909. 
As such, I am fully familiar with the operations and prob¬ 
lems of the public high schools in this city. 

-• This affidavit, submitted in support of defendants’ 
motion for summary judgment, will discuss the unique situ¬ 
ation at Lane High School and respond to the allegations 
concerning alleged political interference in the zoning of 
Til den High School (Exhibit attached to Todel affidavit). 

3. In 19(58, Lane was a school beset by serious problems, 
most of which were caused by overcrowding and racial 
tension. 

4. These factors led to disruptive actions by students, 
including violent physical attacks on teachers and students, 
and the closing of that school for several days in 19G8. 

5. At that time, Lane was operating at 125 per cent 
of capacity, causing it to be placed on overlapping sessions. 
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6. One major change occurring as a result of the vola¬ 
tile nature of the school was the reduction of its student 
population by approximately one thousand. This lowered 
the plant utilization to approximately 100 per cent and al¬ 
lowed the school to return to single session. 

7. It was hoped that this approach would contribute to 
the stability of the school. It did. Therefore, defendants 
decided to retain this figure for ensuing years notwithstand¬ 
ing that there exists a serious problem of overcrowding in 
Brooklyn high schools. 

8. The letter from the Principal of Tilden to Stanley 
Steingut gives the impression that the school was removed 
from the option program as a result of political pressure. 
This is not true. Neither my staff nor 1 were in any way 
influenced nor responded to any pressure from Mr. Steingut 
or his representatives. Tilden was not included in the 
option plan since its zone already included a substantial 
black population. This resulted in a racial balance which 
should not be disturbed. For 1970-71, Tilden had 65.5 per 
cent others. The projection for 1971-72 is 58.5 per cent 
others. Thus, there was no need to improve an already 
balanced ethnic distribution (See defendants’ Exhibits I 
and X.) 


Jacob Zack 


(Sworn to June 15, 1971.) 
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School Population—Ethnic Distribution 

(See Opposite 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION-CITY OF NEW YORK 
• Central Zoning Unit 


School Population- Ethnic Distribution 

Division ACADEMIC HIGH SCHOOLS 
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CZU *39 
500- 5/71 





























BOARD OF EDUCATION * CI'j' 7 Or NEW YORK 

Central Zoning Unit 

Sc hool Popul a tion - Ethnic D i stribution 

School F. K. La ne High School 

Borough _ Brooklyn _ 

District __ 

Asst. Supt._ 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION - CITY OF NEW YUIUC 
Central Zoning Unit 

School Population - Ethnic Distribut ion 

School Sheepshead Bay High School 


Borough Brook 1yn 

• 


District 



Asst. Sur>t. 









C2U #39 

Roa c n i 


a 



























BOARD OF EDUCATION - CITY OF NEW YORK 

Central Zoning Urdt 

S chool Population - Ethnic Distrib ution 

School Erasmus Hall High School 
Borough Brooklyn _ 


District _ 

Asst. Supt. 



Population Di s 

tribution 


Number 

Percent 


I960 4774 


Total En¬ 
rollment 

Negro 

5867 

1834 

5429 

2137 

5252 

2472 



*Maln building capacity I9S8-70 of 4478. 


mm\ 
























. BOARD OF EDUCATION - C177 OF NEW YORK 

Central Zoning Unit 

School Fbpulation - Ethnic Distribution 

School Fort Hamilton High School 
Borough Brooklyn _ 

► 

District _ 

Asst. Supt. _ 



C2U #59 


I 































BOARD OF EDUCATION - CITY OF NEW YORK 

Central Zoning Unit 

School Population - Ethnic Distribution 

School F.D. Roosevelt High School 

Borough Brooklyn _ 

District__ 

Asst. Supt. __ 



























BOARD OF EDUCATION - CITY OF 'NEW YORK 

Central Zoning Unit 

School Pop ulati on - Ethnic D i strib ution 

School George Wingat e High S c hool 

Borough Brooklyn _ 

District ___ 


Asst. Supt. 



CZU <*39 




































BOARD OF EDUCATION ' CITY OF NOW YU1LK 
Central Zoning Unit 

I 

School Population - Ethnic Distribution 

Schoo1 Ja mes Mad i son High School 

Borough Brooklyn . .. 

District ______ 

Asst. Supt. __ 


Year 

Capacity 

* 


Population Distribution 

% 

Utili¬ 

zation 

Number 

Percent 


Total Enj 
rollrnent 

Negro 

Puerto 

Rican 

Other 

Negro 

Puerto 

Rican 

Other 

I960 

3390 

142.9 

4046 

828 

181 

3837 

17.1 

3.7 


1969 

3390 

139.2 

4719 

946 

230 

3543 

20. 0 

4.9 

ESfl| 

1970 

3390 

[130.9 

4437 

954 

458 

3015 

21.7 

10.3 

68.0 





• 



JC 1 / 

sip 

kill- 





- 




— 

—————— 

































- 







HHj 












i 

i 

f 

> 





| - 
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«A\aln building capacity of 3051, plus annex of 339. 


L CZU #39 
8oo- 6/71 








BOARD OF EDUCATION - CITY OF NEW YORK 



Central Zoning Unit 

School Population - Ethnic Distribution 

School Midwood High School 

Borough Brook| y n _ 

District _ 

Asst. Supt. _ 


Year 

Capacity 

* 

% 

Utili¬ 

zation 

Population Distribution 

Number 

Percent 


Negro 

Puerto 

Rican 

Other 

Negro 

Puerto 

Ricon 

Other 



130.6 

3909 

501 

mm 

3367 

12.0 

1 J_ 

_ 

1969 

2994 

135.6 

4061 

717 

74 

3270 

mm 

1.8_ 

80.5_ 

1970 

2994 

139.7 

4184 

871 

80 

3233 

20.8 

1.9 

77,3 
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a-? 
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* 

. 5 

1 • 
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! 






Aaln building capclty of 2399, plus annex of 605 


IV *39 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION - CITY OF NEW YORK 

Central Zoning Unit 

School Populat ion - Ethnic Pi 3tribution 

School Lafayette Hig h School 

Borough _ Broo klyn _ 

District _ 

Asst. Supt. _ 



CZU 





























BOARD OF EDUCATION - Cm OF NEW YORK 

Central Zoning Unit 

School Population - Ethnic D i stribution 

School_ John Jay Hi gh School 

Borough Brookly n_ 

V _ District_ 

Asst. Supt._ 




































































BOARD OP EDUCATION * 0177 01' NEW YORK 

Central ZoiJr.g Unit 


School Fbpnlation - Ethnic Dis tri hi'tion 

School Samuel T!I den High School 


Borough Broo klyn 
District 


Asst. Supt. 
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* 


BOARD OF EDUCATION - CITY OF NEW YORK 

Centra! Zoning Unit 

' 

School Population - Ethnic Distribution 

School_ JOHN DEWEY HIGH S CHOOL 

Borough_ BROOKLYN _ 

District _ 

Asst. Supt._ 






















BOARD OF EDUCATION * C ITt OF NEW YORK 

Central Zoning Unit 


S chool Popula ti on - Eth nic D i stribu tion 

ScFool BROOKLYN TECH HIGH SCHOOL 

Borough BROOKLYN __ 

District_ 

Asst. Supt, ________________________________ 


YEAR 

Capacity 

A 

Utili¬ 

zation 

Population Distribution 

Number 

Percent 

Total En¬ 
rollment 

Negro 

Pucito . 
Rican 

Other 

Negro 

Puerto 

Rican 

Other 


ESI 

93.1 

5389 

524 

138 

4727 


2.6 

87.7 

I96P 

5786 

90.0 

5210 

564 

164 

4482 

10.8 

3.2 

86.0 

1970 

5786 

87.9 

5034 

627 

196 

4251 

12.3 

3.9 

83.8 










! 










i 
















- 












_ 
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> BOARD r.T? EDUCATION - CITY OF NSW YORK 
Central Zoning UrJ.t 

Sch ool Populatio n - Ethnic Di stribution 

School_D LQ.GEJ-1 J5!i-SCRQ0L- 

> 

Borough_BRO OKLYN _ 

V District_ 

Asst. Supt._ 


♦ 



* Main building capacity of 1595, plus annex capacity of IC05. 


*r 


CZU 019 


t 
























* 


b'JAKUUh hi". JAiiUN - UiJ i Oh Mii\Y l'OUK 
Central Zoning Urat 

School Popniat i c n - Ethnic P i strih i’tion 

SclJ0o 1_PROSPEC T HEIGHTS HIGH SCHOOL 

Borough B *°°KLY» _ 

District__ 

’ Asst. Supt._ 




C?.U *19 
5*00- 5/71 




























Exhibit II Annexed to Affidavit of Irving Anker 
1968-1969 Plan 

(See Opposite ^jjrO 


mm 













Samuel Gompsrs Vocational & Technical IIS 6G5-0D50 Boys 

455 Southern BlvJ 10-155 District 7 

Transportation: Subways: IRT to 113 St or train to Jackson Avc Buses: 
E 149 St crosstown; Southern BlvJ to 145 St; Prospect Avt to 149 St. 
All other Bronx buses transfer to above. 

Courses 

Technical Electronics and Technical Electricity admission by examina¬ 
tion only (see page 72). 8th & 9th year graduates may apply. 
Vocational Courses: Radio-TV installation and repair; Electrical installa¬ 
tion and practice. Entrance examination required for electrical course. 
Only 9B "junior high school graduates may apply. 

Non-Examination Course: Radio-TV installation and repair 

BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN 

ACADEMIC HIGH SCHOOLS 

Abraham Lincoln IIS 372-5474 Boys and Girls 

Ocean Pkwy & West Ave 11235 Di.-lrict 21 

ZONE: 

Beginning at Shore Pkwy and Stillwell Ave; on Stillwell to Mermaid Ave, 
to W 37 St to the shore; along the shore to the end of the Esplanade on 
Manhattan Beach; north to Oriental Ave; East to Pembroke Si, North 
to Shore Blvd; West to West End Avc, North to Emmons Ave, Vest to 
Coney Island Ave, North to Kings Highway’, West to McDonald Ave, 
South along Shell Road to Shore Pkwy and West to the point of origin. 
Transportation: Subway-:: BMT Brighton Line to Ocean Pkwy Buses: 
Nos 21,36,68 

Diplomas: academic; general; commercial (Gregg stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish; Italian; Hebrew 

Courses for which zoning variances might be granted: Hebrew; Itslian 


Bay Ridge HS 232-2535 Girls 

4th Ave 4 67 St 11220 District 20 

Annex: 1171 65 St 11219 232-2535 

Open to all girls living in Brooklyn. No zoning restrictions. 
Transportation: MAIN BUILDING— Subways: BMT Sea Beach line to 

59 St then 4th Ave line to Bay Ridge Ave Buses: 60 St; 5th Ave; 
Hamilton Ave; Lorraine St (change to BMT 4th Ave line) 

ANNEX— Subways: BMT Sea Beach to Ft Hamilton Pkwy Buses: 

60 St to 11 Ave 

Diplomas: academic; general; commercial; (Pitman stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish; Italian 

Courses for which zoning variances might be granted: Italian 


Boys HS 622-4310 Boys 

832 Marcy Ave 11216 Dist :ct 13 

Open to boys living in Brooklyn and Queens only. No zoning restrictions. 
Transportation: Subways: BMT Brighton shuttle to Franklin Ave, 
transfer to IND to Noctrand Ave; L1RR to Nostrand Ave^Euses: 
Putnam; Gates; Fulton; Tompkins; Nostrand; DeKolb Avcs 

(continued on next psge) 
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Brooklyn—Academic High Schools 


Transportation: Subways: RMT-Wost End to 25 Avc; BMT-Sca Beach 
to Avo U Duses: Avc U: Avc J; Kings Highway; Bath Avc 
diplomas: academic; general; commercial (Pitman stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish; Italian; Hebrew 
Courses for which zoning variances might be granted: None 

’V idwood I IS" 43^0616 Boys and Girls 

Bedford Avc <Jt Clcnwood Kd 11210 District 22 


ZONE: 

Beginning i.Y.c;v>.vti.v.. of Fester Avo ami Cccati I'i;.v7 to liny ?kv;/; 
tf. McDonald Avc; to Ave M; to Cor.cy Island; to Avc N; to Flatlands 
Avc; to Utica Avc; to GIcnwood Kd; to Schenectady Avc; to Farragut 
lid; to Nostrand Ave; to Foster Avc; to point of beginning. 


Trj.nspurtr.tiou: Subways: IRT to Flatbush Avc; BMT Brighton to Ave 
J. Buses: Avc J, Flatbush Avc. 

Diplomat: academic; general; commercial (Pitman stenography) 
Languages: French; Spaniel.; Latin; Hebrew (Russian, German, and 
Chinese are given in senior year by special arrangement with 
Brooklyn College for exceptionally superior students only) 

Courses for which zoning variances might be granted: Hebrew; Latin 


New Utrecht IIS 232-2500 Boys and Girls 

Idol SO St 11211 District 20 


ZONE: 

Beginning at the intersection of 1.1 Ave and 36 St to Ft Hamilton 
Pkwy; to ■!■•. St; to 11 Avc; to 86 St; to 20 Avc; to 80 St; to Stillwell 
Ave; to Highlawn Avc; to W 7 St to Bay Pkwy to 65 St; to 15 Ave; 
to 51 St; to 15 Avc; to 36 St (including pupils living on both sides 
of 36 St and north of building located at 1301 36 St between 13 Ave 
and Ft Hamilton Pkwy) to point of beginning. 

Transportation: Subways: BMT-West End to 70 St Duses: IS Avc; Bay 
P.idge Pkwy 

L.plomas; academic; general; commercial (Pitman stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish; Italian; Hebrew; Modern Greek 
Courses for which zoning variances might be granted: Hebrew, 
Italian; Modern Greek 

I’lospecl 1 IcightsHS 783-5890 Girls 

683 Classon Avc 11225 District 17 

ZONE: 

Open to all g.rls living in Brooklyn. No zoning restrictions. 
Transportation: Subways: BMT Brighton shuttle to Eastern Pkwy; 
I HI to Franklin Avc ,r Brooklyn Museum. Buses: Franklin Ave; 
Occan-Rogers Avc; St Johns PI. 

Diplomas: academic; general; commercial (Pitman utenography); 

art; costume design 
Languages: French; Spanish 

Courses for which zoning variance might be granted: Art academic— 
entrance examination required (see page 68) 


Brooklyn— Academic High Schools 

Samuel J Tildcn IIS 451-2400 Boys and Girls 

5800 Tildcn Ave 11203 District 18 

ZONE: 

Beginning at the intersection of Church & Schenectady Aves, to Glcn- 
wood Rd to Utica Ave, to Flatlands Ave, to Flatbush Ave, to Ave N, 
to Ave T, to So Paerdegat Basin, to Ralph Ave; to Foster Ave, to 
Rockaway Ave, to Dumont Ave to Winthrop St to E 0G St, to Clarkson 
Ave, to E 92 St to Ionox Rd, to Remsen Ave, to Linden Rlvd, to E 53 
St, to Church Ave, PcBcr.eo’.ntly Ave 

Transpoitation: Subways: IRT-New Lots to Saratoga Ave, then Kings 
Hwy bus #7 Bunco: Kings Hwy; Remsen Ave; Ave D; Utica Ave; 
Church Ave; Ralph Ave 

Diplomas: academic; general; commercial (Pitman stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish; Hebrew; Latin 

Courses for vhich zoning variances might be granted; Latin; Hebrew 


Shccpshead Bay IIS 743-4061 Boys and Girls 

3000 Ave X 11235 District 22 

ZONE: 

Beginning at the intersection of Coney Island Ave and Ave T to Nep¬ 
tune Ave; to Emmons Ave; to Shore Tkwy to a point on Shore Pkwy 
opposite Gerritsen Ave; to Gerritsen Ave; to Ave X; to Burnett St; 
to Ave U; to Gerritsen Ave; to Ave T; to point of beginning. 
Transportation: Subways: BMT Brighton to Shccpshead Bay and then 
Surf Ave. Buses: Ave U to Batehcldcr St; Surf Ave to Ave X; 
Nostrand Ave to Ave X. 

Diplomas: academic; general; commercial (Pitman stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish; German 

Courses for which zoning variances might be grnntcd: None 


Thomas Jefferson IIS 345-1801 Boys and Girls 

Pennsylvania &. Dumont Aves 11207 District 19 

ZONE: 

Beginning at Belt Fkwy to Atkins Ave; north to Dumont Ave; west to 
Shepherd Ave; north to Belmont Ave; west to Rarbey St: north to 
Liberty Ave; west to Stone Ave; north to East New York Ave; west to 
St Marks Ave; to Utica Ave; south to Eastern Pkwy; cast to Saratoga 
Ave; south to East New York Ave; cast to Strauss St; south to Sutter 
Ave; cast to Van Sindcrcn St; south to Riverdale Ave; cast to Williams 
Ave; south to Linden Blvd; cast to Louisiana Ave; south to Flatlands 
Ave; west to northern side of Fresh Creek Basin; south along the creek 
to Belt Pkwy; east to point of beginning. Where the lmundarics of 
Franklin K Lane IIS touen those of T omas Jeflferson IIS, pupils on 
both sides of the street will go to Franklin K Lane HS 
Transportation: Subways. IRT-New Lots to Pennsylvania Avo Buses: 
Pennsylvania Ave; Sutter Ave; New Lots Ave 
Dipl -las: academic; general; commercial (Pitman stenography) 
Lang-^-ss; French ; Spanish; Hebrew 

Courma for wHiek — 


Brooklyn—Academic High School* 


Franklin Delano Roosevelt HS 256-1346 Boys and Girls 

5S00 20 A VC 11201 District 21 


ZONE: 

Beginning at the intersection of 1.1 Ave and 54 St along 1.1 Av; to a 
point behind the east, building line of 16 St (and north of the building 
located at 1301-36 St) to Hamilton Pkwy; to Caton Ave; to E 3 St; 
to IS Ave; taking both sides of E 3 St to 18 Ave; to Ocean Pkwy; to 
McDonald Ave; to Ave P to \V 5 St; to Quentin ltd; to \V 7 St; to 
Day Parkway; to McDonald Ave; to Ave P to W 5 St; to Quentin HI; to 
IV 7 St; to 63 St; to 15 Ave; to 54 St; to point of beginning. 

7iursjioriatioiu Suh.cn<is 1ND to Ave I or Hay Pkwy; D.-1T Sea floach 
;o 20 Ave nine* No. 8, No. 9, .No. 23 

Diplomas: academic; general; commercial (Gregg stenography) 

Languages: French; Spanish; Italian; Hebrew 

Courses for which zoning variances might be granted: None 

Franklin K Lane IIS 617-2100 Boys and Girts 

999 Jamaica Ave 11208 District 19 


ZONE: 


beginning at Spring Creek Park, along the Eastern Edge of the Park to 
157 Ave "to Elderts I.ane; to 97 Ave; to Woodhaven Dlvd; to Park 
Lane South; to Long Island Railroad; to Myrtle Ave along Forest Park 
and the Cemeteries to Evergreen Ave; to Putnam Ave; to Ilushwick 
Ave; to Gates Ave; to Sumner Ave; to Fulton St; to Utica Ave; to St 
Marks Ave; to Liberty Ave; to ltarbey St; to Helmont Ave; to Shep¬ 
herd Ave; to Dumont Ave; to Atkins Ave; to Spring Creek Park. Where 
the boundaries of Franklin K Lane 1IS touch those of Thomas Jeffer¬ 
son US, pupils on both sides of the street will go to Franklin K Lane 


Tr. i station: Si<bua,.i RMT j Elderts Lane Buses B50; 14 
Diplomas: academic: general; •ommercial (Pitman stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish; Italian; German; Latinj Hebrew 
Courses for which toning variances might be granted: German; 
Italian; Latin; Hebrew 


George \V Wingate US 467-7400 

C.H) Kingston Ave 11203 


lys and Girls 

District 18 


'/.ONE: „ , . 

Reginning at Nostrand Ave and Eastern Pkwy to Pnrkside Ave; to 
New York Ave; to Clarkson Ave; to E 39 St; to Church Ave; to E 53 
i>.; to Linden Dlvd; to Remsen Ave; to Lenox Rd; to E 02 St to 
Clarkson Ave to E 06 St; to Winthrop St; to E 98 St; to East New 
York Ave; to Buffalo Ave; to Eastern Pkwy; to Nostrand Ave; to 
point of beginning. 

Transportation: Subway: IRT to Winthrop St. Bute *• 41; 12; 33 
Diplomas: academic; general; commercial (Gregg stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish; Hebrew 

Courses for which toning variances might be granted: Hebrew, 
Gregg stenography 


Brooklyn—Academic High School* 


Janies Madison IIS 377-0400 Roys and Girls 

3787 Bedford Ave 11229 District. 22 

ZONE: 

Beginning at the intersection of Ave N & Coney Island Ave on Coney 
Island Ave to Ave T; to Gerritsen Ave; to Ave U; to IS 38 St to Ave V; 
to Hendrickson Ave; to Flatbush Ave; to Ave U; to Mill Ave; to 
Strickland Ave; to National Dr; to a point opposite Ave Y; to Ave Y; 
to Bergen Ave; to Bergen 15 St; to Ave T; to Ave N; to Flatbush Ave; 
to Flatlands Ave; ti Ave N; to point of beginning. 

Beginning at Buffalo Ave and Eastern Tkwy; south on Buffalo Ave 
to East New York Ave; east on New Yck A”C to B 98 St; south on E 
58 St to Dumont Ave; cast on Dumont Avo to Slone Ave; nuilh on 
Stone Ave to Blake Ave; cast on Blake Ave to Van Sindcrcn Ave; 
north on Van Sindern Ave to Sutter Ave; West on Sutter Ave to Strauss 
St; north on Strauss St to East New York Ave; west on St Johns PI 
to Eastern 1'kwy; to point of origin 

Transportation: Subways: BMT Brighton to Kings Ilwy. Puses: Kings 
Hwy to Bedford Ave; Ocean Ave and Noslrand Ave to Quentin Rd; 
Ave U to Bedford Ave. 

Diplomas: academic; general; commercial (Fitman stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish; German; Latin; Hebrew; Italian 
Courses for which zoning variances might be granted- German; He¬ 
brew; Italian; Russian 

John Jay US 788-1314 “Boy* and Girls 

237 7th Ave 11215 District 15 

ZONE: 

Beginning at the East River and Fulton St, along Fulton St to Wash¬ 
ington Ave, to En.p> - c THvd, tc Ocean Avr, to Tarkside Ave, to Park 
Circle, to Ft Hamilion Pkwy, to New Utrecht Ave, to 11 Ave, to 48 
St, to 7th Ave, to 55 St, to 5th Ave, to 54 St. to 4th Ave, to 53 St, to 
the Bay and along the waterfront to the point of beginning. 
Transportation.' Subway*: IND to 7th Ave; BMT to 9th St and then 
free transfer on IND, to 7th Ave. Duse*: 7th Ave; 5th Ave; Vander¬ 
bilt Ave. 

Diplomas: academic; general; commcrcinl (Gregg stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish; Italian; Hebrew; Latin 
Courses for which zoning variances might be granted: Hebrew, Lutin, 
German, French, Spanish, Italian, Theatre Workshop, Spanish 
Stenography 

Lafayette IIS 372-3180 ‘ Boys and Girls 

2630 Benson Ave 11214 District 21 

ZONE: 

Beginning at the intersection of 20 Ave and SO St; to 86 St; to 14 
Ave; to the shore line. Along the shore line circling Sea Gate, to W 37 St; 
north to Mermaid Ave; to Stillwell Ave; tc Shore Pkwy; to Shell Rd; to 
McDonald Ave; to Kings Highway; to Coney Island Ave; to Ave M; to 
McDonald Ave; to Ave P; to W 6th St; to Quentin Rd; to W 7 St; to 
Highlawn Ave; to Stillwell Ave; to 80 St; to point of beginning. 

f continued on next page) 
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Brooklyn — Academic Iligli School s 

Diplomas: academic; general 
Languages: French; Spanish 

Courses for which zoning variances might be granted: None. 

Brooklyn Technical ilS 858-5150 Boys 

•JO Ft Greene 1*1 11217 District 13 

No ’/.lining restrictions. 

Tr.ni. jio) lotion: Subways: IRT, and DMT. to Atlantic Avc. IND, to 
Lafayette Avc, Myrtle Avc Li to Navy St Duset: Fulton St, DeKalb 

A vo, Flalbush Avc 
Diploma: technical 
Languages: French; German 

Special features: entrance examination required for admission 

liu.shwick HS 967-7100 Boys and Girls 

•100 Irving Avc 11227 District 16 

/.ON 11: 

Starling at Bushwick and Metropolitan Aves; along Metropolitan to 
Scott Avc, to Johnson Avc, to Porter Avc, to Knickerbocker Avc, to 
Starr St to Wilson Avo, to Stockholm St. to Cypess Avc, to Monahan St, 
to St Nicholas Avo, to Gates Avo, to WyckolT Avc, to Stephen St, to 
Irving Avc, to Chauncry St, along cemetery to Evergreen Avc, to Put- 
nan: Avc, to Central Avc, to Palmetto St, to Bushwick Ave, to Gates Avc, 
to Sumner Avc, to Flushing Ave, to llushwick Ave, to point of origin. 
Transportation: SVmiov*. 11MT Canarsie Line to Myrtlc-WyckofT Aves 
Buses: Ilalsey St, Gates Avc, Wilson Avc, Flushing-Ridgewood 
Diplomas: academic; general; commercial (Gregg stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish; Italian; German 3, 4, 5, 6 
Courses for which zoning variances might be granted: German 3, 4, 
5, i>; Italian; stenographic (shorthand) machinos 

Canarsie HS" (H9-5511 * Boys and Girls 

lf.OO Rockaway Pkwy 11236 District 18 

ZONK: 

Beginning at the southerly side of Fresh Creek Basin to Belt Pnwy, 
along the Creek to Flatlands Ave; to Ixnusiana Ave; to Linden Blvd; 
to Williams Avc; to Riverdalc Avc—to Van Sindern Ave; to Blake 
Avo; to Stone Ave to Dumont Avc; to Bockaway Ave; to Foster Avc; 
to Ralph Avc; to Flatlands Ave; to north side of Paerdegat Basin to 
the licit Pkwy; to point of beginning. 

Transportation: Subway: BMT Canarsie to Rockaway Parkway then 
free shuttle bus to Ave K. Buses: I.cmscn Ave to Avc K; Rockaway 
Pkwy to Avc K; Ave J to Rockaway Pkwy and Flatlands Avc 
Diplomas: academic; general; commercial (Gregg stenography) 
Languages: French; Hebrew; Italian; Spanish 

Courses for which zoning variances might be granted: Hebrew; Ital¬ 
ian; computer programing 

Eastern District KS 78-1-0701 Boys and Girls 


Brooklyn—Academic High School a 


ZONE: 

Beginning at East River and Fulton St, nlong Fulton St to Putnam 
Avc, to Grand Avc north on Grand Avc to Lafayette Ave, west on 
Lafnyettc Avc to St. James PI, north on St. Jnmos PI into Hall St, 
north on Hall St to Willoughby Avc, cast on Willoughby Avc to Emer¬ 
son PI, north on Emerson PI but taking in no numbers on Emerson PI to 
Myrtle Avc, cast on Myrtle Avc to Sumner Avc, to Flushing nlong 
Flushing Avc to Bufhwlck Ave, ulong Buslnvick to Orient Ave, to Kin- 
stand Avc, to Newton Creek, to the East River, along the waterfront to 
the point of beginning. 

Transportation: Subways: IND (GG) to B'way; Jamaica El to Marcy 
Avc Buses: Wilson Avc to S 4th St & Marcy Avc; Mcekcr-Marcy to 
Rodney St & B'way; Lorimer St to Redford Avc, change to Nostrand 
Avc; Nostrand Avc or Tompkins Avc to Reap St; Utica-Rcid to Heap 
St & B’way; crosstown to Keap St and Whyte Avc 
Diplomas: academic; general; commercial; (Pitman stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish 

Courses for which zoning variances might be granted: None 

Erasmus llall US 282-7803 Boys and Girls 

Oil Flalbush Avc 1122C District 17 

ZONE: 

Beginning at the intersection of Ft Hamilton Pkwy and Cnton Avc up 
to E 3rd St (taking no addresses on E 3rd St) ; to 18 Avc; to Ocean 
Pkwy; to Foster Avc; to Nostrand Avc; to Farragut ltd; to Schenectady 
Avc; to Church Avc; to E 33 St; to Clarkson Ave; to New York Avc to 
Parkside Avc to Nostrand Avc; to Eastern Pkwy to Washington Avc; 
to Empire Blvd; to Ocean Avc to Parkside Avc to Ft Hamilton Pkwy; 
to point of beginning. 

Transportation: Sub way a: BMT, IRT to Church Avc. Buses: Flnthush 
Ave, Cortelyou Rd, Rogers Ave, Church Avc. 

Diplomas: academic; general, commercial (Pitman stenography) 
Languages: German; Hebrew; French; Spanish; Latin (Russian and 
Chinese arc given in senior year by special arrangement with 
Brooklyn College for exceptionally superior students only.) 

Courses for which zoning variances might be granted: German; Latin; 
Hebrew 

Fort Hamilton HS 748-1637 Boys and Girls 

8301 Shore Rd 11200 District 20 

ZONE: 

Beginning at the Bay and Dyker Beach Park, along Bay 8th St to Crop- 
scy Ave; to 14 Avc; to 66 St; to 11 Are; to 48 St; to 7 Avc; to 66 ot; 
to 6th Av ; to 64 St; to 4th Ave; to 63 St; to the Bay; to the point of 
beginning. 

Transportation: Subways: BMT 4th Ave to 85 St Buses: 76 St cross¬ 
town, No. 4; Ft Hamilton Pkwy, No. 16; Third Ave, No. 37 
Diplomas: academic; general; commercial (Pitman stenography) 
Languages: French; Spanish; Latin 
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Exhibit III Annexed to Affidavit of Irving Anker 
Skip Zoning Plan 

(See Opposite 
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A9RAHV.' Ll'iCOU! HIGH SCHOOL 


Area 1 

BenJnnipr at Shore Parkway end Stillwell Ave.; on b t i I I v.e 11 
to /'er-,aJ<? Ave.: to West 27 St.: to shoreline: ?lon£ 
s s or^l J r.° 1 3 S*a v:»! 1 Ave.: to 3-ore Soufovarc; to 
MtptCre Ave.: to Cc-ey 1 si end Ave.; to Hires KI S l way; to 
/.*cDo-ai'J Ave.; to 3- e i! Aoad; to 3*ore rarkwey; :0 poin. 
of or if, in. All lines rurri- atoo 3 riddle or vehicular 
v/ay uri ess otherwise stoted. 

Area II:- 

Se-irr.lnc at Eastern Parkway and Rogers Ave.; 

• north, cn Rogers Ave.. to ut. ,..ar<<s r.ve.; e_sr to 
Alt ary Avenue; north to Serpen 3t.; east to 
Schenectady Awe.; sooth to 3t. .Harks Ave.; east to^ 
ttica Ave.; south tc Eastern Parkway; “- 2 Si pom: 
of origin. All lines ru.o devw the fiddle of the 
vehicular way unless otherwise staged. 

Aoproxi "ate nu-her of new entra-ts fro- areas nch^ 
formerly included in the core of this senool — o-n. 




i 


' J 


> 



BUSK.7ICK H | j'-i SCHOOL 


Beginning at Sushv/ick Ave. and Vetrcpolitan Ave.; along 
etrcpol i tan Ave. to Brook I yn -Queens Boundary; to 
jo v .-.soii Ave.; to Porter Ave.; to Knickerbocker Ave.; 
to Starr St.; to '.Vi Ison Ave.; to 3 tocknolv. St.; to 
v.est sice of Cypress Ave.; to Put ran Ave.; to V/vckoff Ave 
to Stephen 5t.; to Irviry Ave.; to Chaureey St.; along 
Cemetery to Evergreen Ave; north sice of Cornelia St.; 
to Centre! Ave.; to sooth side cf Palmetto St.; l o Broad-/ 
to Getes Ave.; to Sirner Ave.; north to Hart St.; east to 
Lewis Ave.; south tc-Pulaski St.; east to 3rcacY/ay; to 
Kossuth Piece; to 3ushv:ick Ave.; to Stockholm St.; to 
evergreen Ave.; to Flushing Ave.; v/ost to Sushv/ick Ave.; 
north cn Sushv/ick Ave; to point cf origin. 

All lines running down the r: i c.'c! e of the vehicular v;ay 
unless otherwise state-. 



EASTER'! DISTRICT HIGH 3CH 


Beglnnlrr. et V/i I louchby Ave. i Hall St; north on Hull St. 
to Myrtle Ave.; west to V.’ashington Ave.; r.orth to 
Flushing Ave.; west to Havy St.; north foilov;I r g v.est 
leurdsry of ilevy Yard to cost P.iver; north clor.3 the 
waterfront to Hewtc v,r.’ Creek; east el eng iie.vtcwn Creek 
to Kingsland Ave.; scut v to A'espeth Ave.; v/est to 
Sus’-.vick Ave.; south to Ssigel Street: v.est to 
Hurioldt St.; scut:- to Flushing Ave.; v.est to Throop Ave. 
south to Myrtle Ave.; v.est c.n Myrtle Ave. uj |c v.est side of 
Enerso.n Piece; south to Y.’i 11 ought'/ Ave.; ^osT to point 
of cricin. 

All lines running down, the ridole of the vehicular way 
unless otherwise stated. 


* 




ERAS;.US MALL HIGH SCHCCL 


» ^ 

Se-Irwi'inc at Ft. Hamilton Parkway avd Caron Ave.; along Ceton Ave. to 

*4t si^c- of Eest 3rd Sr.; to IS Ave.; to Ocean Parkway; 

to Fester Ave.; to Nostrard Ave.; to Ferragut Road; to 

Schenect »dv" Ave.; to Cnurc - ' Ave.; to ces. a? oi.j >o 

CI ark sc.' Ave.; * to f ;ew York Ave.; to F arks i de Aye.; to 

t.ostrand Ave.; tc Eastern Parkway; to Rogers Ave.; nortr. 

on Rocers Ave. to Bedford Ave.; continuing north along 

Bedford Ave. to Atlantic Ave.; to Grand Ave.; to 

Park Place; to Classen Ave.; to Eastern Parkway? to 

Washington Ave.- to Zpire 31vd.; to Ocean Ave.; to . # 

Parksice Ave.; to Fort Hinllto*. PerKV/ay; io poi. t of origin. 

All lines running down the middle of vehicular way unless 
otherv/ise stated. 


Approx»“ 3 te nvber of r.ew entrants fro": sreas nor 
formerly ircl'jd^i in zor.e or f^is school 


FT. HAMILTON HJGH SCHOOL 


Area I:- 

Beglnring at the Cay and Dy’-.ar Beach Park, alone Day Sth St. 
to Cropsey Ave.: to 14 Ave.; to 36 St.; to 11 Ave.; ro 43 St.; 
to 7 Ave.j to 55 St.: to 5th Aye.; to 54 3t.; to 4th Aye.; 
to 53 3t.; to t*e Day; to the point cf beginning. 

Area II:— 

Beginning at Grand Avenue and Greece Avenue, r.orth on 
Grand Ave. to Lafayette Ave.j west to Hall St.; north to 
/Ayr11e Ave.; west to V.'eshington Ave.; north to Flushing Ave.; 
west to flaw St.; north fcl lowing vest boundary cf Navy Yard 
to East River; west following East River to Fulton St.; 
east to Brooklyn Queers connecting highway; east to Navy St.; 
south to .Y.yrfle Ave.; east to '.'ashincron Pork; south to 
DeKala Ave.; east to C!er-.ert Ave.; south to Greene Ave.; 
east on Greene Ave. tc point of orig.ii. All lines running 
down IcdIe of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


Approximate number cf new entrants frci areas r.or 
‘ formerly included in the zone of this school — 243. 


1 





ZONE: 


•J0H1I JAY HIGH SCHOOL 

O 


Beginning at 53 Sr. « the Bay; east c'o 53 St. to 4th Ave. 
to 54 St • to *t*> Ave. ; to 55 St.; to 7th Ave.; to 43 St. 
to II Ave!; toHew L'trecht Ave.; to Ft. Hamilton Parkway; 
to Park Circle; tc Parksida Ave.; tc Ocean Ave.; tc 
Erpire BlvJ.; to *..*«•"ington Ave.; to Eastern Parkway; to 
C|essor Ave!; to Park Piece; to Grand Ave.; to 
Atlantic Ave.;'to "rankI in Ave.: to Brevoort Piece; to 
Bedford .Ave.; to Fulton St.; to i.ostrand <-.ve.; to 
Putna-i Ave.; to Grand A vet; to Greene Ave.; to 
Cler-crf Ave.; to De/.olb Ave.; to V.'ashington Park; to 
Myrtle Ave.; to ftevy St.; to Park Ave.; v/est on 
Brooklyn O.ec'S connecting Highway to Fulton St.; 
to water?rent of East River; south on waterfront to ooint 
o f or i o i . , 


All lines r .-r-rr. dov/n the -'iddle of van ice Par way 
unless -.‘••■cr .'ise'stated. 

Apprcxiraie nv-’:er of new e-tracts fro r - areas not 
formerly induced in the zone of this school — 171. 


a 


J 


LAFAYETTE HIGH SCHOOL 


Area Ii 

Beginning at the intersection of 20 Ave. and EC St.; 
to 3S St.; to 14 Ave.; to the shore line. Along the 
sh^re line circling 3°a Gare to L 3 ~> St.; nortir to 
refold Ave.; to Stillwell Ave.; to Shore Parkaey; . 
to Shell Road: to . v c0o*aid Ave.; 1o Kings Highway; 
to Conev Island Ave.; to Avenue to rcOonald Ave.; 
to Avenue F; to .'eat sth ot.; to Ouentir n.oad, iO 
West 7 St.; to Highlv.n Ave.; to Still we 11 Ave.; to 
50 St.; to point of beginr.i r g. 

Area II:- 

5eginnlng at Flushing Ave. and Throop Ave.;.soa!th on 
Throcp Ave. to "yrtle Ave.; east to Su-rer Ave.; 
north to Flushing Ave.. west o- Flushing Ave. tr 
point of origin/ All lines running dovr. the "Hole 
of the vehicular vn- unless otherwise staved. 

Area III:- 

Seninning at Humboldt 3t. and Flushing Ave.; east ion 
Flushing Ave. to Sushvick Ave.; north on 3ushwltf< ^Ave.; 
to Seigal St.; vest tc F-boldt St.; sout 1 - to p»i.*t 
of origin. Alt lines running down^the middle o* t^e 
vehicular v;ay unicsr otherwise stated. 

Area IV:- 

3eoInning at Hart St. and Sumer Ave.; rorth on 
Sumner Ave. to intersection of Sumner Ave. and 3r»»d ;au; 
northeast on Sumner Place to n lushing Ave.; eas.. to 
Evergreen Ave.: south to Stoc<ho| — ot,; scut 5- - to 4 
Sushv/ick Ave.; east to Kossuth Piece; south to Broadway; 
north to Pulaski St.; v.est to Lewis Ave.: north to 
Hart St.; vest to point of origin. All lines rknnirg 
do-.-)i t^e middle of * e vehicular’way unless otherwise 
stated. 


Approximate rai-oer of « eotrj-.te fro- sreos net 
for erlv l.-scl-ieed M tie jo--e of tr.js scl-ool — 3lx. 
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FRAM.KtW-: X. lhigh school 


2 crs 

Area I 


' 3 c-, Inn Ins at Shore Parkway 2 nd the Srockl yn-Queers Sourdcry. 
north along 5 rook I yn-Queer.s Boundary to 97 Ave.: to^ 
Yfoodhevei 31 vd.; to northern boundary of roresi Far-;; 
cor f I nu ’ r. ~ alo e the norther- borders of t-.e ce e.cries 


to Co ".'ey 3t.; southeast or 




to 3roadv/r/; to 


c »st t'e?/ York Ave.; to Sto-e Ave.; to Liberty Ave.; >o 
R*rbcy St.; to Sel'ort Ave.; to Shepherd Ave.; to 
Du-ont Ave.; to.Atklrs Ave.; to Flat lands Ave.; to 
Fountain Ave.; to Shore Parkway; to point of oricin. 
All linos running dov;n the ...Iddle of the vehicular v.ay 
unless otherwise staged. 


Area !I:- 


3eni-nine 3 t Broadway s-d the south, side cf P 3 l"ettc St.; 


east or. t k e south side of Pal-evtc St, to uertra. .uve.; 


south to the - nr • h side of Cornelia 3t.;j.?st to 
Evercree' Ave.; south, to iVorfst - > •; to oroav-.a'-. to 
Rock> .-ay Ave.; to C h auncey St.: to Saratoga Ave.; to 
Salnbridne St.: to Ralph Ave.; to 3t. •‘arks Ave.; ‘o 


■Jtic? Ave.; 
to Ercadvia 


tc Fulton St.; to 3 j- rer We.; to Sates Ave.; 


;o I 


or origin. 


All lines running 


do;;-, the widdl a of t v e vehicular v.-a/ unless ofierv.-t: 

stated. 


Appro;:!*' ate m. cer cf new entrants fre 
for erly ircl ided in the zo-e or this school — 263. 



» 
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r, lO’.XOO HIGH SCHCCL 


Area I:- 


Beginning ai Intersect ion of "outer Ave. and Cceen Parkway 
to Bay Parkway; to fcOc^ald Ave.; to Avenue tc Coney Island Ave.; 
to Avenue ■ i; to FI a 1 lane's Ave.: to Utica Ave.; to SI erwood Road; 
to Schenect aiv Ave.; to Farrarut Poad; to ties trend Ave.; tc 
Foster Ave.; tc point of tecinning. 


Area 51:- 


Becinning at the intersection of Throop Ave. and Vernon Ave.; 
east on Verr.cn Ave. to Sumer Ave.; south to Fulton St.; west 
to Nos trend Ave.; north to Furnen Ave.; east ‘o Throop Ave.; 
north to point of origin. All lines running down the middle 
of the vehicular way u.n'ess otherwise stated 


Area III:- 


BegInning at Ralph Aveme a.-d 3a i-.bridge Street; 

Eas'- or Ecintrid:e Street to Saratoga Avenue; 

South to Ful'ron Street* East to RccUe.vay Avenue; 

South to Atlantic Avenue; V.’est to Ralph Avenue; 

North to point of origin. All lines running do..- the 
r.lddle of rhe vehicular vay unless otherwise stated. 


Appro>:l“afc nv-.ber of new entrants from srccs not 
former |v includes in the rare cf tin is school — /CC. 


V 


v 


V) » V 9 'j * ' * 
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NEW UTRECHT HIGH 3CH0GL 

ZONE 

Aren 1 

Begi.nrJr'- at the intersection or 13 Ave. nn <1 33 St. to 
Fort | ton Per kway; tc ‘‘4 st.; to ii Ave.; to 35 St.; 
to 2T V.-c.; to 30 St.; to Still we 11 Ave.; to JHighl sw.n Ave. 
to West ~ St.- to Bay Parkway to c5 St.; to 15 Av».; to 
54 St.; to 13 Ave.; tc 33 St. (including p‘’p1!ls living or. 
both sires of 33 St. and north cf building located at 
1301 3' St. between 13 Ave. and Fort Hs-niltar Perkway) 

to point of beginning. 

Aren I I 

Beci-ring at Grand Ave. and Lexington Ave.-; 
east on Lexingtan Ave. to Tc-pkins Ave.; -north 
to V?-- Suren St.; east to Throop Ave.: south 
to Ctt-.n- Ave.: west tc "r a'd V/e.; north to 
poir: of origin. All tines running down the 
-.iddle cf the vehicular way unless otherwise 


yprexi-a 1 a '”s~^or of r.o.v entrants 'ran areos not 
for erly i-cluded in the rc.-.a of this school — (c5. 


I 

I 


FRAJiKL ID . ROOSEVELT HIGH SCHOOL 


Area I. 

Beginning at the intersection of 13 Ave. and 54 St. 
along I3*Ava. tc a point behind the east building line 
of 3' 3 f . (»rd north of the building located at 
1301-35 St.) tc Fort H-y-i I ton Parkway: to Catcn Ave.*; 
to East 3 Street; to 13 Ave. treking bo;h sides of 
£js( 5 5f. 1: to Ocean Fark’/ay: to cuonald Ave.; to 
Avenue ?: to ’.Vest 5 St.; to Quentin Foad; to 
West 7 Street; to Bay Parkway; to 55 ° ; to 15 Ave., 

to 54 St.; to point of beginning. 

Area II;- 

Beginning at "alp* Ave. end Atlantic Ave.; east on 
Atlantic Ave. to Hcpfcir.son Ave.; south to 
St. .Verks A-e.: vest to =e!?h Ave.; north to point 
of cririn. All lines running ccir the "ic'd! a of the 
vehicular unless otherv/ise tiareJ. 


Approximate n j"der of ng,v gntranfo frc ' er^s^s • Oi 
• for~erl'' included in the zone cr this school — I7|. 






SriEcPSrE\D 3AY HIGH SCHOOL 


'20: ic 


Area I:- 


Bog? m|n- at the intersection of Coney Island Ave. end 
Avenue 7*to ! optu^e Ave.; to Enrons Ave.; to Shore Parkway 
to a coint an S u ore Parkway opposite Gerritsen Ave.; 


to Gerrits‘ 
to Ave- .e 
ten inn in a. 


Ave.; to Avenue X; 
to Gerritsen Ave.; 


tc Burnett St.; 
to Avenue 7; to 


point of 


Area II:- 

Benir.-ing et Su'-r.er Ave. & Fulton St.; to Utica Ave.; 
to St. .' ?.'ks ‘"/e.; to Schenectady Ave.; tc Bergen St.; 
to Albany \ve.: to 3t. .’.‘arks Ave.; tc Bedford Ave.; to 
Atlantic Ave.: to Franklin Ave.; to Grevoort Flace; 
to Bedford Ave.; tc Fulton St.; to point of origin. 

All I ires run-Inc down r-e -idole of the vehicular way 
unless otherwise stated. 

Area III:- 


a-d Mop!;i-son Ave. 


Begir.ri'-r at Atlantic Ave. 
south cr Hop':!."Son Ave. to St. "arks Ave.; east 
to East Me.-: York Ave.; north i o Broodwsy; northwest 
tc Co-ay St.; rcrtn.alorg Boundary of Cemetery to 
Granite 3t.: scuth -o Broadway; southeast to 
Stone Ave.; couth to Atlantic Ave,; west to point 
of origin. All lines running dc.v.n the middle of the 
veh.ic. far v.-.y unless otherwise stated. 


Appro::! ate *u‘ber of new entrants frer areas not 
former!/ i-eluded in the zope of this school — 27'?. 
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SA.VUEL J. TILDES HIGH SCHOOL 

ZOH'E 

Area I:- • 

Beginning at the intersection of Church !< Schenectady Ave 
to 3Jen*.vood Road; to ’Jtica Avo.; to FI at lands Ave.: 
to Flatbush Ave.; to Avenue to Avenue T; to South 
Paerdecat Basin; to Ralph Ave.; to Foster Ave.; to 
Rock3v.*ay Ave.; to Duront Ave.; to V.inthrop 3t.; to 
East 93 St.; to Clarkson Ave.; to East 92 3r.; to 
Lercx Road; to Re-sen Ave.; to Linder. Blvd.; to 
East 53 5t.; to Church Ave.; point of origin. 

Area II:- 

Segin.nirg at Saratoga Ave. I Chaurcey St.; south on 
Saratoga Ave. to Fultcn St.; east to Rockaway Ave.; 
south to Atlantic Ave.; oast to Slone Ave.; north to 
Broadway ’.vest to Granite St.; north to Evergreen Ave.; 
rcrrhv.est to /'offat St.; south to Broadway;‘north to 
Rock a.vay Ave.: south to Chau-'ce/ Sr.; west to point 
of oriel". AM lines running dovr fro riddle of the 
vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 

Approximate n.-ber of new entrants fre • areas not 
fo r ; erIy ircluded in the zone of this school —- 97. 


I 

f 

i 

l 



gRover clevela::? high school 


Beginning at Kfnesland a; cl*I Jew town Creek? east along 

jicwtoivn Creek to the Drool-, i yn-Queens Expressway; north then 
cast along the B.rc-ok I yn-Queens Expressway to Queens 61 vo’.; 
to 09 St.; south to Calamus Avo.j east to 74 St.; south to 
the Long Island Expressy.-sy; oast to the Hew York Connectihg 
Railroad (LIRR); south to Caldwell Ave.; east to 7~> St.; 
south to Eliot Ave.; west to 75 Place; south through 
Juniper Valley Pork to Penelope Ave.; oast to 77 St.; 
south to 00 Drive; west to 75 St.; south to A.etropolitan Ave.; 
cast to 60 St.; south to 73 Ave.; west to 79 St.; south through 
Forest Park to- the Brook Iyn-Queens boundary at Park Lane South 
and Eldert Lane; west then north along the Brook!yn-Queens 
boundary to Putna-n Ave.; east to the west side of Cypress Ave.; 
north to Stockholm. St.; west to 7/11 son Ave.; north to Starr St; 
east to Knickerbocker Ave.; north to Flushing Avo.; east, to 
Forter Ave.; north to Johnson Ave.; east to the Brook Iyn-Queens 
boundary; north to ”.elrepot ? I an Avo.; west to Bushvvlck Ave.; 
north to/.'.aspsth Ave.; east io Kingsland Ave.; north to the 
point of origin. 

All lines runnind o'cw.o the middle of the vehicular way 
unless otherwise stated. 


\ 

\ 


I 




Area I:- 


Bealnnlno at Cooper Ave. and 30 St.; east on Cooper Ave. to 
V.'oodhaven Blvd.; south to Union Turnpike; east to /.etropo Itan 
ZX “Jv^Vk Exprossmy; •«*?,*» 

132 St • north to 107 Ave.; west to 131 St., nort.i to . 

l Ibertv Ave • west to 103 St.; north to 101 Ave.; west to .’3 ., 

97 ive!: wes, to « S,.; north to AHaM.c Ave ; east 

to V.'oodhaven Boulevard; north to Perk Lane oou r * w ^ boundary 

ws ^ 

— 


Area II:- 


Beglnnlnc at the west side of Emerson Place ind Myrtle Ave.; 
east on Myrtle Ave. to Svnner Ave.; south to Vernon Ave.; 
west to Throop Ave.; south to Van Buren St.; west lo 
Torpk Ins Ave.; south to Lexington Ave.; west to h’ostrand Ave.; 
north to north side of Lexington Ave.; west to Gra<d Ave.; 
north to the south side of DeKalb Avo.; west to Ryerson -t.; 
north to the south side of Willoughby Ave.; east to the west 
side of Emerson Place; north to the point o' origin. All lines 
running down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise 

stated. 




Distribution of 

Puf ils Affected By. New Brooklyn Acadt- 

!c 


High Sc’ool Coni no 



• 

To 

Number 

FypJ_!_s 

r 'S'-- 


rover Cleveland 
; f «• kl in K. lane 

i: i dv/ood 

If 

190 

1 10 

500 

' N 

Vovc^” Cl eve 1 and 

Frank 1ir K. Land 

57 

"astern District 

John Jay 

B7 

_84 

•.'rcssicned Area 

ft 



171 

r^iter T District 

Fori Hamilton 

248 

1 astern District 
;,:S^V/ick 

Lafayct te 

•f 

91 

_223 



319 

r assigned Area 

Sheepshead Bay 

195 
_ 73 

• r. 1 “k 1 i ?■ K. L a^e 

I* 


*~26S 

Ur. assigned Area 

Erasmus Hal 1 

132 

! nassigned Area 

Ahraha^ Lincoln 

328 

?r a<-k 1 i n K. L ane 

Samuel J. Til den 

97 

•'r»'klir K. Lare 

Franklin D. Roosevelt 

171 


o‘r Ada- is 


New Utrecht 


155 
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Exhibit IV Annexed to Affidavit of Irving Anker 
Katz Decision (Barlow, J.) 

(See Opposite 
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i'A M A IM r (y 

ftcvtvi 


r KAT2 v. DOAR—Twenty-four p*> 
P'N currently attending ctlher La- 
1 layette High School or Ab*.Vr in tg-,„ 
.coin High Sellout Us Brooklyn .seek 
to enjoin the Board of Education of 
t.ic Citv of N>w York fro’n institutin'* 
a proposed limited rezoir.njr pUn fo~ 
tbe hljr!i school in Brooklyn. 

Api»roxima:ely 2.200 pupils -x.\o V.\e 
*!• north Brooklyn 7.111 or.t**r h t*‘i 
schools in south Brouklyn in S ’>- 
umber, 1PG9, if this plan goes lino 
etlect. All of these pupils will l>e 
entering high sc hoi ofor the first time 
No pupil presently In high .tcliooi 
will oe required to switch schools 
| ftider this plan. Most. If not all, of i 
.tin e 2.1100 children ronv.n>* Into the 
| south Uiooklyn high .schools will be 

• '* * »••*! o: h!~h ^clioo! 

: ’ * i . paci y o‘ ?’! i..t ‘ 

■ ;••• •: build:..ki .t Brooklyn, t 
I Over i;::l.. 1..0.1 ol t * buildings can- 
r >.t let avolcrd. Or.e of i.ie t .ms of 


*he c>inllen<*~* rezonlnrr plan *s *o * Cliaptor S*Z o' T.-w- of If'9., 
2 :*trit>utc the ov^r-cron-dlnp more' v ■* ,, " _/ Jh n-i?**>• 

'ouiliv e r A , '>*'^ L"ie "a.’* ou'> sich ! clitiM prctJC.10.1 r.s. >. (a... . 1 

- ar - ou1 - lpn Even If there Is ai-.y merit 10 fh. , 


Neproru and Puerto Ricans - ill 'u. • pur r may U. con pe..cu .o 
crease from 9 per cent to 16 per cent. * >s V*“; c V i i r ?; , 

Lincoln High f=chool will have r.u ! V :1 ‘‘y b . rw.. su" 

increase from 10 per cent to 17.9 perl -cuUrly sisr.flcai.- the. C. p.c. . 

,-nt Phe overall inr-rrace In Ne irn I eiprCSily permits 1 pi-pl. r » be W- 


'tVo other factors were considered I r .‘ v . v 

so: onLinuicv <if edncarlon null that tile p... tits of ■ e —- P' ‘ •; * 


pupils will be required to use public 
transportation or whether contract 
bussing will be provided or some of 
both. It would appear, that many 
pupils wall require an r.otir to get to 
sch.ool and some may take even 
longer. 

The court finds that the proposed 
rezonlilg plan it not arbitrary, un¬ 
reasonable or capricious. To sustain 
the validity of the plan it Is not neces¬ 
sary for the court to find that the 
plan is the best possible or that other 
arrangements are impossible. Judicial 
review of rite acts of an admit: is- 
tra'lve body 1> lim.b.d. 

It Is well esta.blh.hcu In this stave 
t.iat a board of education may re- 
zone "rhools fo- the purpiac of aciuev- 
lng integrated rnrollmeuts (Matter of 
Bnlaban V. Rubin. 14 N. Y. 2d 193. 
cert. den. 379 U. S. 821; Matter of 
Sitnpoi! V. Blckal, 21 App. Div. 2d 
3*55.' :*9'd IS N. Y. Id 032'. The 
plaintiffs contend, however, that 
>—e» 9«'* the Laws of )'.ic9 line 

: .. nu l « i .e i 
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Exhibit V Annexed to Affidavit of Irving Anker 

Report and Study Containing 1970-1971 Plan 
New York State Funded Project 

(See Opposite 




BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
SCHOOL PLANNING ano RESEARCH DIVISION 
CENTRAL ZONING UNIT 

110 UVINGSTON STREET. BROOKLYN. N. Y. 11201 
TCL. 596-4001, 2. 3 

HILLERY C. THORNE 
Director 


July 7, 1970 


Mr. Irving Ankor 

Acting Superintendent of Schools 

tear Mr. Ankor* 

Attached ycu will please find the results of an extension 
of a study, f'aw York State Funded, in the interest of improving the 
attendance patterns of the academic high schools in the Borough of 
Brooklyn, which was assigned to the Central Zoning Unit by Dr. Nathan 
Brown. The Unit, as you knew, was charged with following the directions 
and instructions of Deputy Superintendent Dr. Scelig Lester, Assistant 
Superintendents Jacob Zack and Abraham Vilner, together with Messrs. 
Valter Volff and Sidney Jaffo, such directions to be the result of con¬ 
ferences with persons in the cc~unity. Later, Acting Assistant Super¬ 
intendent Cscar Dcr.brow was added to the above mentioned directional 
group. 


The attached material, thus, reflects wherever possible 
and practical the distillate of desires, wishes and plans as submitted 
by High School Principals, Local School Eoards, Councils and Parent 
Groups as registered in scheduled hearings and correspondence. The re¬ 
port is an attempt to gain for Brooklyn's secondary school students the 
best physical and program opportunities for quality integrated education 
within a framework of community consensus and practical considerations. 

In the completion of this report, the Central Zoning Unit 
has been guided by five basic criteria, nanelyj a workable population for 
the now South Shore High School, equated school building utilization, 
minimal disturbance of the present pupil population in each school, trans¬ 
portation practicability, and the best possible ethnic distribution. 


Yours sincerely, 


HCTscs 
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CENTRAL ZONING UNIT 
HO LIVINGSTON STREET. BROOKLYN. N. Y. 11201 
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HILLERY C. THORNE 
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Jane 23, 1?70 


Miss Lynette Tucker, Acting Director 
Bureau of Intergroup Education 

Dear Hiss Tucker* 

I write to congratulate you and those members of the staff of the 
Bureau of Intergroup Education on the very successful program, 
which you conducted in the interest of gaining participation by 
parents in the Open Admissions Program connected with the 
Brooklyn Academic High School Rezoning Project. 

The extent of this success Is attested to by the fact that where 
the most liberal estimate as registered by the Central Zoning Unit 
of parent participation in the program was 60 % of the eligibles, 
results show that nearly 100$ participation developed. When we 
compare this with other optional relief of over-utilization and/or 
integration programs, we can arrive at only one conclusion. This 
is that the difference must be attributed to the fine way in which 
you and your staff "beat the drums" for this project. Vfe find 
particularly a greater number of Puerto Rican parents participating 
In thl« optional program than in others. 

Please pass on to those members of the staff who helped in this 
cause, the appreciation by all members of the Central Zo ning unit 
and extend to them my personal best wishes for an enjoyable Summer 
vacation. 


Sincerely yours. 



BCTtf* 

CCs Dr. Seelig Lester 
Hr. Jacob Zack 
Hr. Oscar Dombrov 
Hr. Joseph Brennan 
Hr. Alvin Purvis 


HILLERY C. THORNE 
DIRECTOR OF ZONING 
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Of The City Of New York 
110 Livingston Street 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11201 


NATHAN BROUN 

Superintendent of Schools 
(Acting) 


September 18, 1969 


Mr. Jacob Zack 
• Assistant Sip orirtt indent 


Dear Mr. Zack! 


Fleaso nroc"?:1 with the stn-’v of Brook!!-m High School 
Zoning for 1970-71 as indicated in your memorandum of 
Scpterber 16. I should lil:e to to kept advised before any 
public statements arc nac.e or cry proposal is released to a 
large group of parents cr professionals. 


Sincerely yours. 


NATHAN BROVIN 

Acting Superintendent of Schools 


NB:al 


cc: Dr. Seelig Lester 

Mr. Hillory C. Thome 
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INTROD UCTION 

THE SETTING* 


This part of the report describes three of the broad governing con¬ 
siderations within which the specific problem of high school zoning in Brooklyn 
must be viewed. These considerations include the law; housing, and population 
factors of a general nature and of a specific school nature. 


THE LAW 

1 1 i 

Proposals for improving racial balance in the schools must be advanced, 
so far as possible, in full knowledge of what the law permits and what the law 
requires. Insofar as cases decided in the courts provide this knowledge, the 
following paragraphs attempt to summarize the principles which currently apply. 

These general principles appear: 

...neither the Federal Constitution nor the 
laws of New York prohibit reasonable steps to 
avoid or cure racial imbalance in the public 
schools. Depending on the circumstances, 
such reasonable steps may include (among 
other possible plans) redrawing of attendance 
zones, strategic location of new schools, 
voluntary pupil transfers, school pairing, or 
central educational park3. Although the 
courts have apparently not yet passed on 
plans of mandatory out-of-district bussing, 
the principles enunciated in cases decided 
thus far indicate that such plans will also be 
upheld in the proper circumstances. 


* This section is in the main found in the Nelson Report on "Rezoning of 
Queens Academic High Schools" and contains the highlights of a memorandum 
by Markham Ball, Esq., of the firm of Leva, Hawes, Symington, Martin 4 
Oppenheimer. A partial text appears as Appendix C. 


■...the New York Education Law, as inter¬ 
preted and applied by the Commissioner of 
Education, requires local boards to take all 
reasonable and feasible steps to correct 
substantial racial imbalance. School boards 
appear to have considerable discretion, how¬ 
ever, to devise plans best suited to local 
circumstances. A similar rule, while not 
yet supported by the weight of judicial author¬ 
ity, is emerging in the cases decided under 
the Fourteenth Amendment to the Federal 
Constitution. 


Permissib le Action To Avoid 
Racial Imbalance 


The Fourteenth Amendment 

Nothing in the Fourteenth Ar.encl.ient prohibits a board of educa¬ 
tion from taking the race of students into account in establish¬ 
ing criteria for school attendance, so long as the board's 
purpose is to end or prevent racial segregation or imbalance. 


New York Law 

The law of New York has developed along lines closely parallel 
to those traced by decisions under the Federal Constitution. 

Plans to relieve racial imbalance were attacked, with some initial 
success in the lower courts, on the ground that New York law for¬ 
bade school assignments that took race into account. Ultimately, 
the rule became settled that assignment plans designed to reduce 
^racial imbalance would be upheld if they were not arbitrary or 
unreasonable. State courts, however, are traditionally more free 
to inquire into the propriety of state administrative action than 
Federal courts. The New York courts, in applying the standard of 
reasonableness under state lav;, seem more inclined to make a 
detailed assessment of the competing considerations that go into 
of a plan than Federal courts considering the 
reasonableness of plans under the Federal Constitution. 
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Relevant Consideration 


Taken as a whole, the Hew York cases indicate that the goal of 
achieving racial balance may bo weighed very heavily when attendance 
plans are devised, but that this is not the only factor to be considered. 

Despite the very United nature of permissible Judicial review defined by 
the Hew York Court of Appeals, at least the lower courts in New York tend 
to look carefully at the Justifications behind unusual plans of assignment. 

It is therefore incumbent on a school board that departs from traditional 
neighborhood school assignments to consider all the' factors relevant to the 
choice of an assignment plan, and to compile a record of its action that 
will show a reviewing court that the relevant factors have been considered 
and a reasonable result achieved. 

The Appellate Division in Balaban v. Rubin and in Addabbo v. Donovan 
listed a number of factors which the Board of Education had' considered 
and which the Court itself held to be relevant in determining the reasonable¬ 
ness of the school assignment plans there at issue. These factors make a useful 
checklist for school boards. They are: 

1. The distance bet T .reen children's homes and 
their schools. 

2. Utilization of school space and size of classes. 

3. Safety and convenience of transportation (in¬ 
cluding the extent to which bussing is required). 

U. Racial integration of the schools. 

5. The geography of school zones ( 1>e. , whether 
they are regularly shaped, whether schools 

are located centrally in the zones, and whether 
zoning takes topographic barriers into account). 

6. Continuity of instruction ( l.e. , the extent to 
which children must transfer from school to 
school). 

7- Educational advantages obtainable by pooling 

resources. 


There are no mechanical tests to determine the extent to which 
any of these factors must be given weight. Considerations of reliev¬ 
ing racial imbalance will probably weigh heavier the greater the 




concentration of minorities in given schools. They weigh heaviest when 
a school becomes 'predominantly negro,' for that, as educators and the 
courts have recognized, is when the education offerod in that school be¬ 
comes most clearly unequal. It is relevant that the I960 Statement of 
Policy of the Board of Regents addresses itself to the problem of stu¬ 
dent bodies 'largely of homogeneous ethnic origin,' finding that such 
student grouping results in inferior education for minority races, and 
that the Commissioner of Education in liis Memorandum of 1963 speaks of 
the educational inadequacies of only those schools 'in which the en¬ 
rollment is wholly or predominantly Negro.' The neighborhood school 
concept, on the other hand, would seem to have greater force the younger - 
the children are who are involved and the greater the distances it is pro¬ 
posed that they travel. 

In every case, a board will have to compare the relative strengths 
of the often competing policies of racial balance and neighborhood 
schools. In the case of the high schools in Queens, travel to school 
by bus or common carrier is already a way of life for many students. To 
the extent that the School Board has found by c:roerier.ce that transporta¬ 
tion to school is compatible with sound education, it wall be in a strong 
position, should it adopt an assignment plan for high schools involving 
mandatory transportation, to show the reasonableness of this plan. 

Requirement To Avoid 
Racial Imoalar.ee 

The question remains of what a school board must do, not merely 
what it may do, to correct racially imbalanced schools^ 1 


The Fourteenth .Amendment 


At the present time the weight of authority is with the 
view that, when neighborhood school zones are fairly- 
drawn with no purpose to discriminate against minori¬ 
ties, they are immune from Constitutional attack, even 
if these zones when superimposed on segregated resi¬ 
dential patterns result in substantial racial imbalance 
in the schools. 

(The) conflict between the weight of authority and the 
emerging line of cases that disagree will no doubt be 
resolved ultimately by the Supreme Court. It is 
enough for the present to r.oto that, despite th8 contrary 
holdings in other circuits and the contrary dictum in one 


District Court decision in the Second Circuit (the 
Olson case, suor a), the two District Court cases in 
the Second Circuit that have passed squarely on the 
question (the Branch? and B1oche r cases, suDra) 

. have held that school boards must take all feasible 
steps to remedy public school segregation, re gar d- 
. less of its cause. 


New Yf>rk Law 


As the Education Law of hew York is interpreted and 
applied by the Commissioner of Education,* it inpo: -> 
a duty on school hoards 'to consider the racial fa ,or> 
in proposed or existing school attendance patterns 
'and, whore feasible, to take reasonable corrective 
action in cases of substantial imbalance.' 

i 

i 

'Equality of Educational Ore crtunity' 

...The Board of Regents, under II. Y. Education Law ^207, has de¬ 
clared it to be the educational policy of the state to provide 'equal 
opportunity for till children.' Equal opportunity is not provided, the * 
Regents have concluded, in 'schools enrolling students largely of hono- 
genocus ethnic origin. 1 The motivation and ability of members of racial 
minorities to learn in such schools is impaired whether the homogeneity 
results 'by law or by fact.' The Ccmrrdssicner of Education, Implement¬ 
ing ^ this policy under IT. Y. Education Lav: #305, has declared that 'the 
racial unbalance existing in a school in which the enrollment is wholly 
or predominantly Negro interferes with the achievement of equality of 
educational opportunity and must therefore be eliminated from the schools 
of Hew York State.' The Commissioner has held that he has power, in his 
quasi-judicial capacity, 'to hear and determine ary case where the local 
board is failing to carry out its duties under the statute' (the Educa¬ 
tion Law), and that this power includes the right to direct affirmative 
action to correct racial imbalance. 

In the Mitchel l ( v. The Beard of Educ a tion ) cas 9 the C omnis— 
sioner found that racial imbalance c;c.3„ed in the element a ly schools of 
the Halve roe-Lake view district. (In one of the three elementary 
schools, Negroes constituted 75 percent of the student population; in 
each of the other two schools, they were lU percent of the population.) 
The Commissioner ordered adoption of a Princeton plan to relieve the 
imbalance. On appeal, the Commissioner's order was upheld. 
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HDPSINO 

While there may be difference of opinion on what should be done 
about racial imbalance in Brooklyn high schools, there is general agree¬ 
ment on the fact that the basic cause of the imbalance is racial segre¬ 
gation in housing. But, beyond that general agreement are two salient 
facts important to this study: 

1. As demonstrated in Part Five of this study, 
existing housing segregation dees not preclude 
immediate — though temporary — alternatives 
to racial segregation in the schools themselves; 

however, 

2. Continued residential isolation does preclude a 
permanent solution to the imbalance problem, 
given reasonable and equitable limits for school 
utilisation and transportation. Moreover, be¬ 
cause housing segregation and the confluence of 
problems associated with it are outside the scope 
of authority and responsibility of the school 
board, without housing desegregation the Board 
cannot permanently solve the problem of racial 
imbalance in public, schools. 

In small communities it i3 often possible to redraw school district 
lines within existing, segregated housing patterns and successfully eliminate 
racial imbalance in the public school system. The larger the ghetto, how¬ 
ever, the more difficult it becomes to devise solutions to racial imbalance 
which ignore the housing question. In Brooklyn, as in other cities and 
boroughs, discrimination and segregation in housing are at the root of racial 
imbalance in the public schools. 

- It would appear that in the long run actions such as the following 
will be necessary if the underlying housing conditions for stable desegre¬ 
gated achoois are to be achieved! 

elimination of discriminatory practices 
which inhibit the free access of non-whites 
to the housing market in the Borough; 

an increased supply of middle-income 
housing widely dispersed throughout the 
Borough; 

an Increased supply of low-income housing 
In middle-income areas; 

intensive coordination 0 f housing and zoning 
plans with school zoning and construction 
plans between the Board of Education and the 
appropriate public agencies. 
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POFULATIOII FACTORS FOR BROOKLYN (GDNEPAL) 


Brooklyn nay be only one of New York City’s five boroughs, but it is 
larger than nost of the citio3 of the United States. On the basis of a 1965 
census, it ranks fourth in the size of its population to Few York City 
(8,600,000), Chicago (3,537,000), Los Angeles (2,763,000), Brooklyn (2,599,167). 
It is larger in population than Philadelphia (2,053,000) and Detroit (1,598,000), 

On the basis of a I960 census shoving a total of 2,627,303 the ethnic 
composition of Brooklyn is Negro - 381,L60 (1)4.55), Puerto Rican - 100,111; 

(6.95), V.hites - 2,065,729 (73.65). In the period between 1950 and I960, the 
population dynamics reveal an exodus of unite individuals and families from 
Brooklyn in excess of the arrival of non-whites and Puerto Ricans. During 
this period there vas a net migration cut of Brooklyn of whites to tho extent 
of 565,000+ w hil e there was a net migration into Brooklyn of Negroes of 
83,000+ and a net migration into the Borough of Puerto Ricans of 93,000+. 

These movements meant a loss of vhites by 17.35, a gain by Ilegroes of 20.05 
and a gain by Puerto Ricans of 85,0,1. 

Since I960, estimates indicate that the downward trend in the overall 
population has been reversed. By 1965 estimates released by the New York City 
Office of the Census Bureau show a net gain between I960 and 1965 of the City 
by 2.9,1 and in Brooklyn's population of 2.65. It is to be expected that the 
decade between I960 and 1970 (as extrapolated from the previous ten years) 
represents the replacement of the white population by non-whites and Puerto 



As evidenced by the population trends it is apparent that the Borough of 
Brooklyn as against others, has received the largest increase of non-whites and 
Puerto .Rican population in the 1950-1960 decade. The continuation of this 
trend over the next decade (1970-1930) appears likely from extrapolation of 
known economic and sociological trends. Three of the conditions favoring this 
will bo housing availability in the Borough, margin-el betterment in employment 
and income-potential, the provision of socio-medical resources and, last but 
not least, the fflp^jred offering of quality integrated educational opportunities 
(covering programs as well as physical facilities). 

One fact is becoming quite clear, it V7ould appear that a population 
interchange process which began in the 19U0's and accelerating during the 
fifties, will continue unless intervening changes of a major nature occur. 

This trend will be accelerated in the Brooklyn schools as it is expected 
that white families will either leave tho Borough or withdraw their children fron 
the public schools and put thorn into the private school system, which city¬ 
wide is now accommodating in the neighborhood of 330,000 pupils, predominently 

white. 



Another development with significance for the present study is that the 
greatest outflow in the past decade from the Borough has been among the under 
5>0 year olds, who constitute the major reproductive and family formation group. 
Consequently, those remaining tend to be older persons with a more sharply 
falling birth rate. 


The impact of the above outlined city-wide and Brooklyn population 
conditions and trends are obvious. Continuing increases in the number and 
percentage of Negro and Puerto Bicar. pupils enrolled in New York City's 
public schools is a well established fact, as of October 31, 1957, there were 
1,109,661; pupils on register, 22.1 percent were Puerto Rican, 30.1 percent 
were Negro and U7-3 percent were ''others". These percentages compare with the 
1966 figures of 20.9 percent Puerto Rican, 29• 3 percent Negro and 59.8 percent 
"other" among 1,085,818 on register. Tire enrollment and percentage of "others" 
dropped below 505 for the first time that year. 

The enrollment figures shoved 2li.lt,55$ Puerto Rican, 333,7 69 Negro and 
531,537 "others" among the 1,109,655 on register that year. This compared with 
226,6l5 Puerto Rican, 317*513 Negro and 550,591 "others" among 1,081;,3l8 in 
1965. On a system-wide basis, we leam that of the 952,617 pupils on register 
in 1957, there were 128,930 or 13.5 percent Puerto Rican; 172,957 or 13.2 percent 
Negro and 650,680 or 63.3 percent "others". Tire percentage of "others" has 
declined between 2 and 3 percent each year. (See* Appendix A) 

Another established fact, and one having special relevancy to this study, 
is that the high school figures show a marked increase in the number of Negro 
and Puerto Rican pupils in the academic high schools. Still another established 
fact is that the high school figures show a marked increase in the number of 
Negro and Puerto Rican children remaining in class through the high school 
grades,_ with the academic high schools making significant gains. IJhile the 
total academic high school enrollment Increased 16.5 percent to 225,039 pupil 3 
in the eight year period from October 31, 1958 to October 31, 1966, the Puerto 
Rican population in the academic high schools increased 218.2 percent from 
8,852 pupils in 1958 to 23,167 in 1956 and the Negro population increased by 
152.8 percent from 19,292 in 1958 to 5.8,776 in 1956. These increases, however, 
did not result in a decrease in the vocational high schools registers. 

In the vocational high schools the 8,239 Puerto Rican pupils on register 
in 1958 for 21.1 percent of the total enrollment increased to 11,805 or 28.5 
percent in 1966. In the sane period, the 9,150 or 23.5 percent Negro enrollment 
increased to 12,895 or 29.9 percent. Total enrollment in the vocational schools 
was 39,111 in 1958 and 51,563 in 1966. 


«•«>* ' ** •> 







Irr our attempt to bring the present study up-to-date, we find 
continued trends between 1963 and 1969. There was an increase in the 
school Negro enrollment city-wide from 358,526 to 373,U28 and an increase 
of Puerto Ricans from 238,750 to 216,907. In the same period the "others" 
enrollment showed a decrease from 517,837 to 195,102. It is interesting 
to note that the cxty-vd.de total enrollment showed only an increase of 
31h pupils in the same period, (from 1,115,123 to 1,115,L37). This trend 
represents a 2 percent drop in "others"; an increase of 1.3 percent Negroes 
and an increase of .7 percent Puerto Ricans. when a review is made city-:ride 
of Academic High School enrollment, v;e find an increase of 3.2 percent Ke^roe 
and Puerto Rican and a decrease cf 3.2 percent of "others". However, when 
we review the enrollment in Vocational High Schools, we also find an 
increase of 1.6 percent cf Negroes and Puerto Ricans between 1963 and 1969. 


The report or. trends notes that newcomers to New York City in that 
period were largely disadvantaged natives of the Western Hemisphere. Comments 
a report, "Trends in the Ethnic Composition of the Pupil Peculation of the 
New Y 0 ri< City Schools, 1953-1965", 


"The majority were citizens of the United States from Puerto Rico or 
fomer agricultural workers displaced from souths in plantations. The great 
change in the character cf New York City's population has not been due so much 
to the. weakening of old ethnic groups, but re the r due to a shift in the currents 
of lmrmgratioiij no longer a horizontal one fron Western Europe^ bat vertical 
fron south^to north. This has created a need for careful educational planning 
for tne children of the newcomers, and continuous re-evaluation to provide the 
best possible education for all youngsters in New York City schools." 


This last quoted statement poses a critical callenge to New York City's 
public educational system on all levels, frem pre-schcol through college. 
Erasing the scars cf generally acknowledged inferior educational provisions 
and the localised short comings as found south of our border states presents 
compensatory education demands on the largest public school system in th 9 world 
with a 1969-70 school population of 1,1C0,CC0 pupils. This is peculiarly 
pertinent on the high school level apd in the Borough of Brooklyn, due to the 
already outlined developments and certain geographical realities. 


This quoted section contains, in the main, the high lights of a part of a study 
"A Sy stems/?easibility Study of Linear City Educational F a cilities" August 1967, 
by General Electric Company Re-Entry Systems Department. 
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THE PROBLEM 


One of the basic requirements for a successful attest to 
revise the high school zones of a given borough is the availability of 
detailed information about the school system. The gathering of the nec¬ 
essary basic data for this study was faced with some difficulties due to 
the fact that the survey was made close to the end of the school term. 
Scarcity of time and personnel made the employment of school secretaries 
on an overtime basis necessary to get the information typed and processed. 

It was necessary to get complete information: 

(a) total number of students in 
the system 

(b) the individual student's 
ethnic classification 

(c) the individual student's geogra¬ 
phic residential location 


As the collection of this information does not lie in the hands 
of specially trained personnel and as no permanent record containing the 
available ethnic information is maintained and updated, the surveying of 
pupils in the present fashion leads to inaccuracies and incorpleteness of 
data (omission of racial designation* incorrect addresses* ru ‘ surveyed 
pupils, etc.). There is* therefore* noway to check the reliability of 
the information, since it is impossible to know about errors. The gather¬ 
ing of ethnic data in the present fashion interferes with classroom°activi- 
ties and adds to teacher loads. 

« Another major problem of data gathering concerns the size of a 
good neighborhood unit of analysis. The keying of information to each block 
by hand-spotting the street addresses of the children is extremely slow and 
time-consuming. Therefore, in the present case, census tracts have been 
used as the basic unit for this study. These, however, are just a bit too 
large to be ideal; it is sometimes difficult to obtain a really gord fit 
to school capacities. Despite the fact that census tracts have bee ' already 
ordered and numbered by the Bureau of the Census the "spotting" of some 
80,000 students on a tract map, as was done in the present case, is a laro'e 
and problematic job. 

A third data problem has to do with the future utilization of 
schools. The number of students who will actually attend a school at a 
specific future time is difficult to determine accurately because the appro¬ 
priate data concerning children in parochial schools, future educational 


• i i■ 
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plans of students not yet in high school and past educational experience 
of students presently in high school 14 e not readily available or the 
data / Vb t available in a fom not suitable to the project. The lack of 
back data for new schools in the borough makes it difficult to base 
predictions on previous trends leaving the road open to sene unpredictable 
developnents and reactions in a school like South Shore. 


The general prc’olen is to assign a number of students to 
schools, taking account of the location of the children, their ethnic 
makeup, and the ability of each of the schools to take a student; the 
solution must take the fora of a set of assignments which are structured 
so that every school has as nearly equal utilisation rates and ethnic 
proportions as possible, and so that children are able to travel to and 
from 'school with naudr.un convenience. 


The solution of the problem was aggravated in the present 
case by the peculiar ethnic distribution of the population of Brooklyn. 

The northern third, approximately, of the area of Brooklyn is populated 
chieflyty Puerto groups of the population, the southern two-thirds, 

approximately, are populated primarily by white groups of the population. 
This southern area also contains the overwh-lmir.g majority of the Brooklyn 
high school plants. The resultirg difficulties in achieving practical 
ethnic proportions and good utilization in all high schools in Brooklyn 
are obvious, and they constitute'" the main problem in the design of new 
high school zones for this borough. 


Uorking towards a solution for the above mentioned problems 
leads to the follovrirg conclusions: 

•_ 1. Rational assessment of alternatives for pupil 

assignment requires precise definition of school 
capacity, the relationship between pupil loca¬ 
tion and school location, and the goals for dese¬ 
gregation desired. 

• 2. l.’ith these three factors measured, it is possible 

to assess the results of any set of decisions con¬ 
cerning these major considerations. 

3. Consideration of all the objective alternatives 
is quite useful in applying less clear-cut con¬ 
siderations. Logistic factors help to define the 
range of possible solutions to a segregated 
problem (or better, it identifies those proposals 
which are technically impossible). Community 
desires, traditions, and legal constraints can then 
be used to choose among the alternatives generated 
by the logistic approach. 
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h. - Among the several results which arise from a 
consideration of abstracted logistic factors 
are these: 


-that, given segregated neighborhoods, it 
is very unlikely that schools can be de¬ 
segregated without reshaping zones, creat¬ 
ing enclaves, or ether major changes; 


-that, given segregated neighborhoods, trans¬ 
portation for desegregated schools is likely 
to present greater problems than does trans¬ 
portation for segregated schools; 


-that, given segregated neighborhoods, dese¬ 
gregated schools will be more overutilized 
or underutilized than would otherwise be the 
case, unless those pupils are shifted out of 
their local zones. In short, one-way punil 
transfers alw-.-s result in uneconomic utili¬ 
zation. 


5. With the increasingly asked question by minority 
parents snail integration in schools be gained 
°nly ai, our children's inconvenience?", affair and 
equitable setting up of new attendance patterns pre¬ 
sents more of a dilemma than a problem/ This is S 

* ad % nore explicated and aggravated by 
tha legislatively mandated new decentralisation policy 

fentr^ 8rn f diata f? d -]i aior M = h school's" and new 
c n ^ r ff^ 2atlcn policy for high school control. The 
fact that the st ,udy is being conducted in a transi¬ 
tional period, plagued with the inescapable traumas 
brought on by the formation of r.ew school district 
« organising of new local school boards, 

iTls lS e < ra8tric i ion9 b7 teach9rs and supervisors, 
v - ln ? waMd Participation in policy making 
by high senool students - all make the goals of the 
present stucy more difficult of attainment. 
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Transitional High School Areas 


Aside from difficulties of gathering available data, we are 1x1 

study with the problem of schools in areas of ethnic residential transition. 


For our purpose, a transitional school can be provisionally defined as 
one which has undergone a significant ethnic change in a given time. We may still 
further define a transitional schcol as cue in which the rate of decline in 
"Others" in the school is significantly greater than the average f ate 
to "Others" in the entire academic high school population of the borough. th *® 

°nf our Stu I»v in ckrrelceir^ a working definition the tine period selected was 
the "even vear period 1?62-1969"and the amount of change in this period was calculated 
for every academic and vocational high school. The following factors were then con- 
sidered in determining the significance of the change. 


Magnitudes The mgr nude of change that could reasonably be taken 
to constitute transition is viewed against an averap set for 
borough. In Brooklyn a significant fact must be noted, noney 
that the steady increase in the number of minority (Negro and 
Puerto Rican) cldldron entering high school and completing 
high schcol continues unabated. 


Continuity: In marginal cases continuity of change is taken as the 
deciding factor. Schools shewing magnitude of change less than the 
established criteria are classified as transitional tf they she" 
strong continuity. On the other hand, some schools showing sufficient 
change are not classified transitional due to the lack of continuity. 


Planned Change: In order to accurately reflect the status of school 
neighborhoods, any changes known to be the drect result of formal 
integration programs are generally for -.tegory pnrposes discomted. 
However, the effects of such programs are considered in the revision 

of zone lines. 


u. Ethnic Concentration: High Schools containing over 50* "Others" or 
9056 minority students are excluded from the transitional category. 


In general several observations can be made concerning transitional Brooklyn 
high school areas: 


Brooklyn is divided ethnically into two sections. Northern Brooklyn 
(Williamsburg, Brooklyn Haights, Park Slope, Bedford-Stuyvcsant, Brownsville) 
contains a majority of Negro and Puerto Tdcan students;:whereas f^hem 
Brooklyn (Bay rddgo, Bensonhurst, Shoepchead Bay, Flatbush, Kid 0 » 

Canarsie)'contains a majority of other ethnic groups. Such J 
therefore, riakes integrating the schools of the areas especi lly 


2. High schools in ethnic fringe areas are usually transitional schools. Thor© 
fringe areas form an east-west belt which hits across the center of the 

borough. 
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Several schools In fringe areas hare reasonable rates of ethnic transition 
uhich seem to be due to active community control. 

It can be categorically stated that the ethnic makeup of a school is 
determined by existing housing patterns. In govemment-subsidisedhouslng, 
an open housing policy can be implemented, but there cannot be that controi 
in private housing, where people tend to settle in neighborhoods populated 
by others of their own ethnic background. Private housing is also more 
susceptible to change, given certain criteria (encn as school zoning). In 
any urfssn center, the nobility of population depends on economic, social or 
school factors, and a rapid change in any of theje may induce great mobility. 
rsi'r+Vif'rmnre changes tend to occur in. the direction of least resistance; 

S£n a community's housing becomes inadequate for the population the excess 
will spill over into an adjacent community. Such is the case with 
Brownsville and East hew York. 

Generally, three years is considered too short a period over which to predict 
charges• however, the present situation has been such that certainposoibili- 
‘^ni^h 4 - vo cv ! "' , ” 03 tcd. A further dramatic chango can be looked for in the 
Bu3hwick-Hi4"3Vood and East New York sections, due to the need 
h^isirg With the stricter enforcement of building codes, Brownsville became 
so cvScrowded thlt relocation was imperative. East New York, a once stable 
noip’hbcrhocd, was in tho direction cf least resistance. Eedford—tuyvesant 
was°also overcrowded and Euahvick-Ridgevcod is tho adjacent area of le-st 

. tv-o -ri'-ir? birthrate of resident non-whites is a major complica¬ 

ting C f actor in*Brownsville, Bushvick-iSdgewood, Crown Heights and East New York. 

A further problem for Brooklyn is tho general out-migration of in.“J 
class (an economic rather than ethnic factor) which reduces the 
SLULSfSd this toairs availability of safficiont funds for now schools 
and programs to improve the quality of education for all students. 

The present system of academic and vocational high schools seems to polarize 
tho community. 

In view of the findings presented in this part of the study, it seems 
imperative that the Brooklyn academic high schools listed ^of’ 

tional be given special attention as related to the goals and criteria of 

the study. 


TRANSITIONAL ACADEMIC HIGH SCHOOLS 


AVERAGE AMOUNT OF CHANGE BOROUGHWIDE * - 26. lift 

1962 

BAY RIDGE (ANNEX IN P.107) 

BUSHWICK 
ERASMUS 
F.K. LANE 
O.W. WINGATE 
JOHN JAY 
S.J. TILDEN 


1969 




Difference In 
ft of Others 

- 36.1 

- 53.5 

- 32.1 

- 3U.6 

- U3-7 

- 33.3 

- 31.3 


v *1 r* e thev a re in fringe areas, should also be given special 

9. Other schools, located as th y cailv studied by all agencies and 

attention and be religious y F vdthin the limits of human alertness, 

administrators involved, so as to offset, witnin pne j-u 

power and effort, further ethnic imbalance. 


. r 
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METHODS AND PROCEDURES 


SECURING BASIC DATA 


The basic statistical data for this extension study of the Brooklyn 
Academic High Schools was gathered from the following sources: 

Statistics revised and up-dated frcm original student survey of grades 
7, 8, 9 and 10 conducted In June, 1958. 

Ethnic Census FormSDi090.1,for Junior High, Intermediate and High 
School. 

September, 1970 entering classes of high schools projected from 
presen* and previous feeder patterns. 


PROJECT IQMS 


Baste to the procedure, was the determination of what the schools would 
be like In September, 1970 If no rezoning was proposed. The September, 1970 
projections served as an Indicator of the critical situations needing relief 
of ovorut11 Izat Ion. In addition to the situations of critical overut11IzatIon 
of certain northern Brooklyn High Schools was the zoning of the new South 
Shore High School, and the zoning of Boys High School. 

South Shore Hloh School 


A zone for South Shore High School was constructed frcm census tracts. 

The controlling factor for the size of the zone was the projected 
entering class In September 1970 and the resulting projected opening 
utilization. The geographic area of the South Shore zone was constructed 
of portions of the zones of existing adjacent high school zones. 
Subsequent zone adjustments were made In the zones of the schools 
affected by the establishment of the South Shore zone. 

Boys High School 

The majority of the geographic area of the new zone for Boys High School 
wa 3 constructed frcm an area previously unzoned. (Students from that 
area were assigned to various Brooklyn High Schools on an open admissions 
basis). Portions of the zones of adjacent high schools were also used. 

Other Critical Situations 


Relief of Situations of Critical Utilization 

Feeder patterns and statistics over a period of years were compiled as 
a basis for projecting the entering class and overall school utilization 
and ethnic composition for September 1970. 
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Upon the assessment of the degree of overut11IzatIon of those schools 
designated for relief, their zones v;ere translated Into census tract 
areas for further detailed study. The census tract yielded projected 
entering class statistics v/hlch were used In planning relief for a 
school by either one, or combinations of the following three procedures: 

CA> Open Admissions 

In this Instance a school projected for a critical degree of over¬ 
ut I I Izat Ion would be relieved through an open admissions program. 

The program would offer, on a seats available basis, a number of seats 
In other less utilized schools. The goal under such a program would be 
to reduce the projected entering class for September 1970 thereby 
creating overall relief for the school. Ethnic composition of each 
"receiving" school was considered so that Integration would not be 
adversely affected. 

(BJ School Zone Area Shifts 


In this Instance a portion of the zone of a school would be rezoned to 
an adjacent zone of a less utilized school through direct annexation. 
Such a shift would result In a mandated redirection of a projected 
number of entering students by shifting census tract areas by adjustment 
of zone lines. 

(Cl Enclaves 

In this Instance relief through reassignment of census tract areas Is 
achieved by designating a portion of the zone of the school to be 
relieved as an enclave to a less utilized school. 

The above listed rezoning procedures were designed to provide relief and 
to Improve Integration where possible by redirecting only the entering class 
populations for September 1970. All students presently In attendance at high 
schools will continue to attend and will not be affected by the rezonlng. 
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SUGGE STED PRE XIH IKAgf GUIDELI NES 


The Central Zoning Unit v;as asked to work along the lines of the suggestions listed 
below as outlined in a meeting with the High School Advisory Committee on December 
8, 1969. 


GUIDELINES 


1. Consider all of the acadenic high schools in the Borough of Brooklyn. 

2. Establish coed zones for the single-sex high schools, if practical, namely I 

Boys’ High School and Prospect Heights High School. 

3. Consiuer zoning Kill Basin into any zone created for new South Shore High School. 
U. Consider offering options to parents of pupils entering Madison High School. 

'5. Consider 'n open admissions program based on a maximum number of seats available. 

6. The Centri 1 Zoning Unit is asked to note and consider, if possible and practical, 

including Eay Badge High School in the single-sex conversion. 

7. Maintain, if possible and practical., a level of 80£ "Others" in those schools 

considered for "receiving schools" in the Open Admissions Program. 


Relevant Items 


The items listed below were offered as relevant matters related to the above zoning 
suggestions. 


The opening cf South Shore High School and the accompanying conversion of three 
single-cex schools can be expected tc result in compensating changes in the zones 
of many Brooklyn Academic High Schools. The four new zones added within the 
geographic boundaries of the borough and super imposed upon the existing high 
school zones will force these compensating adjustments. 


b. The establishment of zones for the single-sex schools can be expected to "freeze 
out" approximately 8CC0 students who would normally flow into these schools from 
borougtadde feeders in September 197C. This dispersed pupil population must be •• 
accommodated. 


c. Any proposed new zone for Tilden High School will of necessity create major 
changes in its ethnic composition. 

d. In all rezoning of schools in fringe areas and/or areas undergoing substantial 
residential transitional changes, special effort must be made to avoid adjust¬ 
ments leading to ethnic Imbalance. 

e. It may be necessary in the interest of boroughwide integration (and may prove 
imperative in the furtherance of equating boroughwida utilization) that an C^pen 
Admissions Program be instituted. 

If there is the official adoption of an Open Admissions Program, it will be 
necessary to prepare lists of eligible "sending" and "receiving" schools. A cursory 
review indicates that the following lists may develop: 

"SENDING" HIGH SCHO OLS: Eastern District, Eushwick, Jefferson, Lane, Prospect 
Heights, Boys 1 and Wdngate. 

"RECEIVING" HIGH SCHOOLS: Lincoln, Lafayette, Roosevelt, New Utrecht, Ft.Hamilton, 
Sheepshead Bay and Midwood. 




HBCCI-C 1ENDATI 0NS 


CENSUS TRACT PLAN 


In this report ve record the one plan, vhich after many conferences vrlth 
local high school personnel, parent groups, student representatives and community 
leaders was recommended through the Office of High Schools to the Superintendent 
of Schools and to the Board of Education. Tills plan presents what are concluded 
to be the most viable patterns for the re zoning of the Brooklyn coeducational 
(and certain single-sex) academic high schools. 

Eore Equitable Utilization of School Facilities 

Mininal Practical Transportation 

Improved Ethnic Distribution 

Minimal Disturbance of existing high School Populations 

The census tract area, as outlined by the United States Bureau of Census, 
is solectod as the "building block" most convenient for the purpose of gathering 
pupil data and as the basis of revision of existing zone lines (thus the source 
of the name selected for the recommended plan). Further, this "building block" 
provides an area vhich is sufficiently small in size to provide pertinent data, 
to lend itself to computer operations, an'’ to make for future modification and 
adjustments within the extension scope of this study. Further, it should lend 
itself to changes under any decentralization plan vhich may be later adopted. 

Whenever possible, continguous zone lines are developed for those high 
schools considered in the study, on the basis of the criteria set forth above, 
and first mentioned in the introductory section of tlds study. However, in 
several instances, it seems impossible to follow those criteria and at the same 
time maintain contiguity. In *such cases, enclaves are established to feed various 
high schools. 

We here engage in a brief explanation as to how the recommended plan in 
general approaches the criteria or goals of the study. The plan achieves a better 
ethnic distribution than at present, making for a definite improvement. An adjusted 
utilization range of from 10? - 157 percent is gained in 1971 compared with the 
current range of lOlj percent to 201 percent. 

The recommended zone lines and feeder enclaves referred to above follow 
in alphabetical order and are geographically outlined in a Map in the Appendix 
section of this report. 
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ABRAHAM LINCOLN HIGK SCHOOL 

Beginning at the intersection of shoreline and Vest 37th Street} 

North on Ve 3 t 37th Street to Mermaid Avenue, 

To Stillwell Avenue, 

To Shore Parkway, 

To Shell Road, 

To McDonald Avenue, 

To Kings Highway, 

To Con3y Island Avenue, 

To Neptune Avenue, 

To Shore Boulevard, 

To Sea Vail Avenue, 

To Shoreline, . . . 

V.'est to point of origin. 

All lines running down the riddle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


HOY S' HIGH SCHOOL 

Beginning at the intersection of Grand Avenue and Lexington Avenue; 

East on Lexington Avenue to Tcnpkins Avenue; 

To Van Lurcn Street; 

To Throop Avenue; 

To Vernon Avcnno; 

To Sumner Avenue; 

To Eroadway; 

To Ralph Avenue; 

To Gates /.venues 
To Reid Avenue; 

To KacDonough Streot; 

To Ralph Avenue; 

To Eastern parkway; 

To Washington Avenue; 

To Fulton Street; 

To Grand Avenue; 

North to point of origin. 

All lines running down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


BUSir.v’ ICK HIGH SCHOOL 

Beginning at Wilson Avenue & Stockholm Streot along Stockholm Street to V/est 
side of Cypress Avenue I 

To Putnam Avenue; 

To Brooklyn-Quoens Border; 

To Covert Street; 

To Wilson Avenue; 

To Schaffer Street; 

To Evergreen Avenue; 

To Cornelia Street; 

To Central Avenue; 

To Palmetto Street; 

To Evergreen Avenue; 

To Hart Street; 

To Wilson Avenue; 

To Stockholm Street; 

A°i P iines°Lnning n down the middle of vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


f 






CANARSlE HIGH SCHOOL 


Beginning at the Intersection of Rockaway Avenue and Dumont Avenue; 

East on Dumont Avenue; 

To Stone Avenue; 

To Blake Avenue; 

To Van Sinderen Avenue; 

To Riverdale Avenue; 

To Williams Avenue; 

To Linden Boulevard; 

To Louisiana Avenue; 

To Flat lands Avenue; 

To Fresh Creek Basin; 

To Shore line; 

West along Shoreline; 

To Peardegat Basin; 

North along Peardegat Basin; 

To Seaview Avenue; 

To 85th Street; 

To Avenue J; 

To 88th Street; 

To Flat lands Avenue; 

To East 93rd Street; 

To Foster Avenue; 

To Rockaway Avenue; 

To point of origin. 

All lines running down the middle of vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


EASTERN DISTRICT HIGH SCHOOL 

Beginning at the intersection of Newtown Creek and Kingsland Avenue; 

Kings I and Avenue to A'aspeth Avenue; 

To Bushwick Avenue; 

To Flushing Avenue; 

To Sumner Avenue; 

To Myrtle Avenue; 

To West Side of Emerson Place; 
to WiIloughby Avenue; 

To Hall Street; 

To Lafayette *venue; 

To Grand Avenue; 

To Putnam Avenue; 

To FuI ton Street; 

To Waterfront; 

Along Waterfront to Newtown Creek; 

To point of origin. 

All lines running down the middle of vehicular way unless otherwise stated 
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BPVSV*IS HALL HIGH SCHOOL 


Beginning at the intersection of Washington Avenue and Eastern Parkway; 

East on Eastern Parkway to Nostrand Avenue; 

To Parkside Avenue; 

To New York Avenue; 

To Clarkson Avenue; 

To East 39th Street; 

To Church Avenue; 

To Schenectady Avenue; 

To Farragut Read; 

To Nostrand Avenue; 

To Foster Avenue; 

To Ocean Parlr.ray; 

To Ditmas Avenue; 

To East 3rd Street; 

To Caton Avenue; 

To Fort Hamilton Parkway; 

To Parkside Avenue; 

To Ocean Avenue; 

To Empire Boulevard; 

To Washington Avenue; 

Airlines* riming Snthe middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


FORT HAWILTOB RICH SCHOOL 


Beginning at intersection of Shoreline and 53rd Street; 

East on 53rd Street to 4th Avenue; 

To 54th Street; 

To 5th Avenue; 

To 55th Street; 

To 7th Avenue; 

To 60th Street; 

To 11th Avenue; 

To 86th Street; 

To 14th Avenue; 

To Cropsey Avenue; 

To Bay 8th Street; 

To Shoreline; 

Along Shoreline to point of origin; _ +atpf 4 

All lines running dovm the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise state . 
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FRANKLIN D. ROOSSTeXT HIGH SCHOOL 
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Beginning at intorsaction of 36 th Street and Fort Hamilton Parkway; 

East on Fort Hamilton Parkway; 

To McDonald Avenue; 

To Caton Avanuo; 

To East 3rd Street; 

To Ditmas Avenue; 

To Ocean Parkway; 

To Bay Parkway; 

To McDonald Avenue; 

To Avenue P; 

To Vest 5th Street; 

To Quentin Hoad; 

To Vest 7th Street; 

To 65th Street; 

To lUth Avenue; 

To 67 th Street; 

To 12th Avenue; 

To 66th Street; 

To 11th Avenue; 

To 60th Street; 

To 7th Avenua; 

To I;0th Street; 

To 11th Avenue; 

To Iliw Utrecht Avenue; 

To Fort Hamilton Parkway; to point of origin. 

All lines running down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


FPAoiCL IN X. LAI 'S HIGH S CHOOL 


# . 


Beginning at the intersection of Gatos Avenue and Reid Avenue; 

East on Gates Avenue to 3roadway 
To Palmetto Street; 

To Central Avenue; 

To Cornelia Street; 

To Evergreen Avenue; 

To Schaffer Street; 

To Wilson AVanue; 

To Covert Street; 

To Brooklyn-Queens Boundary; 

To Boundary of Cenetory of the Evergreens; 

East along northern boundary of the cemeteries to northern boundary of Forest Far* 
To Woodhavon Eoulovard; 

To 97th Avenue; 

To Brooklyn-Queens Boundary; 

To Shoreline; 

West along the shoreline to Atkins Avenue (extended; 

North on A£d.ns Avenue (Extended) 

To Dumont Avenue; 

To Shophord Avenue; 

To Belmont Avenue; 

To Barbey Street; 

To Liberty Avenue; 

To Stone Avenue; 

To East New York Avenue; 

To St. Marks Avenue; 

To Ralph Avenue; 

To MacDonough Street; 

To Reid Avenue; north to point of origin. 

All lines running down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 




geopoe •jrr.Tc hi gh school 


AR5A I: 

Beginning at int era cation of Eostrand Avenue and Eastern Parirway; 

East on Eastern Park-.rayj 
To Buffalo Avenue; 

To East No*.-; York Avenue; 

To East ?Gth Street; 

3b Llnthrop Street; 

To Pockawry Parkway; 

To Clarkson Avenue; 
lb East ?2rd Street; 

To Lenox Hoad; 

To Penscn Avenue; 

To Linden Boulevard; 

To East 53rd Street; 

To Church Avenue; 

To East 3?th Street; 

To Clarkson Avenue; 

To re-.; York Avenue; 

To Parkside Avenue; 

To Post rand Avenue; 

Eorth to point of origin 

All lines running down the niddle of the vehicular way unless other.ri.se stated 
APIA II 

Beginning at intersection of Broadway and Flushing Avenue; 

East on flushing Avenue; 

To Evergreen Avenue; 

To Palmetto Street; 

To Broadway; 

To Gate 3 Avenue; 

To Ralph Avenue; 

To Broadway; 

To point of origin. 

AH lines running donn the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated 



JAMES KADI^N IgGH SCHOOL 

AREA I» 

Beginning at the intersection of Ocean Parkway and Avenue Nj 
East on Avenue M to Coney Island Avenuej 
To Avenue Nj 
To Flatlands Avenue; 

To FLathush Avenue; 

To Gerritsen Avenue; 

To Shore Parkway 
To Avenue X; 

To Eurr.ett Street; 

To Avenue'U; 

To Gerritsen Avenue; 

To Avenue T; 

To Coney Island Avenue; 

To Kings Highway; 

To Ocean Parkway; 

AlI t lines P runniri Snathe center of the vehicular vay unless othend.se stated. 
APEA II* 

Beginning at intersection of feuffalo Avenue and Eastern Parkway; 

East cn Eastern Farkway to Saratoga Avenue; 

. To East New York Avenue; 

To Strauss Street; 

To Sutter Avenue; 

To Van Sinderen Avenue; 
to Blake Avenue; 

To Stor.e Avenue; 

To Dumont Avenue; 

To East S&th Streot; 

To East New York Avenue; 

To Buffalo Avenue; 

All^lines P runnlng down the center of the vehicular vay unless otherwise stated. 


JOHN JAT HIGH SCHO OL 

Beginning at the intersection of Pulton Streot and Shore Line along Fulton 
Street to Washington Avenue; 

To Empire Eoulevard; 

To Ocean Avenue; 

To Parkside Avenue; 

To Fort Hamilton Parkway; 

To Hew Utrecht Avenue; 

To 11th Avenue; 

To U8th Street; 

To 7th Avenue; 

To 55th Street; 

To 5th Avenue; 

To 5Uth Street; 

To Uth Avenue; 

To 53rd Street; . 

To Shoreline and north along same to point of origin. . . . 

All lines running down the middle of vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 
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LAFAYETTE HIGH SCHOOL 


■ K-* 



Beginning at intersection of Shore Parkway and Bay 8th -treet* 
North on^Bay 8th Street to Cropsey Avenue* 

To lUth Avenue * 

To 86th Street* 

To 20th Avenue* 

To 80th Street* 

To Stillwell Avenue* 

‘To Eighlawn Avenue* 

To Hest 11th Street* 

To Quentin Hoad* 

To Uest 5th Street* 

To Avenue P* 

To He Donald Avenue* 

To Avenue H* 

To Ocean Par’cway* 

To Kings Highway* 

To He Donald Avenue* 

To Shore Parlaray* 

To Stillwell Avenue* 


To Mermaid Avenue* 

To Heat 37th Street* 

To Shoreline* „ 

North and Lest along shoreline to poi_n* of origin. . . . 

All lines running down the niddle of the vehicular way unless otnenri.se staged. 


:my:oop ttto t ! school 


Beginning at the intersection of Ocean Parkway and Foster Avenue* 

East on Foster Avenue* 

To Ho strand Avenue; 

To Farragut Hoad* 

To Albany Avenue* 

To Avenue X* 

To East U2nd Street* 

To Avenue A* 

To Troy Avenue* 

To Flatlands Avenue* 

To Avenue II* 

To Coney Island Avenue* 

To Avenue H* 

To He Donald Avenue* 

To Bay Parlcway* 

To Ocean Parkway* 

To Footer Avenue, point of origin. . . .. 

All lines running down the middle of the vehicular vay unless other.ri.se stated. 


i • 


» 
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NEN UTRECHT HIGH SCHOOL 


Beginning at intersection of Stillwell Avenue and 80th Street! 

West along 80th Street to 20th Avenue! 

To 86th Street* 

To 11th Avenue* 

To 66th Street! 

To 12th Avenue! 

To 67th Street! 

To llith Avenue! 

To 65th Street! 

To Uest 7th Street* 

To Quentin Road* 

To Nest 11th Street* 

To Highlaun Avenue* 

To Stillwell Avenue* 

To point of origin* 

AH linos raining down the diddle of the vehicular unless othervd.se stated. 


SHHPS:niD BAY high school 


Beginning at the intersection of Coney Island Avenue and Avenue T; 

East on Avenue T to C-erritsen Avenue} 

To Avenue U; 

To Burnett Street! 

To Avenue Xj 
To Gerritsen Avenue* 

To U.S. Pierhead and Bulkhead line} 

To Sea Wall Avenue} 

To Shore Boulevard} 

To Neptune Avenue} 

To Coney Island Avenue} 

North to point of origin. 

All lines raining do’.m the middle of the vehicular way unless othervd.se stated. 
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SOUTH SHORE HIGH SCHOOL 


Area I 

Beginning at the intersection of East 98th Street and Dumont Avenue; 

East on Dumont Avenue to Rockaway Avenue; 

To Foster Avenue; 

To East 93rd Street; 

To Flatlands Avenue; 

To East 88 Sti et; 

To Avenue J; 

To East 85th Street; 

To Seaview Avenue; 

To Paerdegat Basin; 

To Shoreline; 

Along Shoreline to Flatbush Avenue; 

To Arr.ersfort, Avenue; 

To East 53rd Street; 

To Glenwood Road; 

To Farragut Road; 

To Ralph Avenue; 

To Ditmas Avenue; 

To Rockaway Parkway; 

To Linden Blvd; 

To Rcmsen Avenue; 

To Lenox Road; 

To East 92nd Street; 

To Clarkson Avenue; 

To Rockaway Parkway; 

To Uinthrop Street; 

To East 98th Street; 

To Point of origin. 

All lines running down the center of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


Area II 


Beginning at the intersection of Ralph Avenue and St. Marks Avenue; 

East on St. Marks Avenue; 

To F.ast Hew York Avenue; 

To Hopkinson Avenue; 

To Sutter Avenue; 

To Strauss Street; 

To St. Johns Place; 

To Eastern Parkway; 

To Ralph Avenue; 

To Point of origin. 

All lines running down the center of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


11 - 


saiarf, j. tjj~: :n:- T i scrcol 


Beginning at the intersection of East 53rd Street end Linden Boulevard; 
Along linden Bo’dLeverd; 

To Rockamy Parlc.-ay; 

To Ditnas Avenue; 

To Ralph Avenue; 

To Farragut Read; 

To 6Lerr..*ocd Road; 

To Rest 53rd Street; 

To itlcrsfcri Avenue; 

To Rlo.tbu'h Avenue; 

To Flatlands Avenue; 

To Troy Avenue; 

To Avenue K; 

To Last I’2nd Street; 

To Avenue I; 

To Albany Avenue; 

To Farragut Read; 

To Schenectady Avenue 
To Church Aver.ve; 

To East 53rd Street; 

To point of origin; 

An lirioa running do;.n the riddle of vehicular uay unices other.rise stated. 


tiktab jr 


ACT ITC'T SCBICCL 


Beginning at the intersection of Liberty Avenue and Barb ay Street; 

South on Barboy Street; 

To Eel:iont Avenue; 

To Shepherd Avenue; 

To Dimor.t Avenue; 

To Atkins Avenue; 

Along extension of Atidns Avenue to Shoreline; 

Folio;; shoreline; 

To Fresh Creek Basin: 
llorth along Fresh Creek Basin; 

To Flatlands Avenue; 

To Louisiana Avenue; 

To Under. Boulevard; 

To LUliasi3 Avenue; 

To RLverdalo Avenue; 

To Van Sinderen Avenue; 

To Sutter Avenue; 

To IIoplaLnson Avenue; 

To East lieu York Avenuo; 

To Stone Avenue; 

To liberty Avenue to point of origin. 

There boundaries of Franklin K. Lane H.5. touch those of Thonas Jefferson II.S. 
pupils on both sides of the street ’.rill go to Fran!din K.Inno H.S. 

AH line? running dom tho riddle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 







WILLIAM C. BRYANT HIC-H SCHOOL 


AREA I : 

Located in borough of Queens. 

AREA II ; 

Beginning at the intersection of Eushuick Avenue and Metropolitan Avenue; 

East on Metropolitan Avenue to Brcoklyn-Queens Boundary; 

To Johnson Avenue; 

To Porter Avenue; 

To Flushing Avenue; 

To Knickerbocker Avenue; 

To Starr Street; 

To Wilson Avenue; 

To Hart Street; 

To Evergreen Avenue; 

To Flushing Avenue; 

To Bushv.'ick Avenue; 

To point of origin. 

All lines running down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


► •: * 
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RATIONALE SUPPORTING RHCOHH^NDSD MAJOR Z0N5 CHANGES (A Summary) 


BUSHWICK HIGH SCHOOL 


Utilization has reached intolerable proportions at this school. An 
increase is projected for September 1970. It was necessary to extensively 
revise the present zoning pattern in order to relieve this severe over¬ 
crowding. 

1. An area in the northern section of the existing zone is designated 
as an enclave mandated to William Cullen Bryant High School. 

2. An area in the northwestern section of the existing zone is 
designated as an enclave mandated to George W. Wingate High 
School. 

3* An area in the western section of the existing zone is included 
in the new zone for Boys’ High School. 

U. An area in the eastern section of the existing zone is included 
in the revised zone for Franklin K. Lane High School. 

R00SEV5LT, NEW UTR3CHT, LAFAY5TT5 FT. HAMILTON HIGH SCHOOLS 

In order to better utilize Franklin D. Roosevelt High School, areas 
from the existing zones of Fort Hamilton and New Utrecht High Schools were 
zoned in, and an open admissions option (approximately 2l;0 seats) 
established. These zone changes permitted the establishment of open 
admissions options at Fort Hamilton (approximately 135 seats) and New 
Utrecht (approximately 200 seats). 

SOUTH SHORE HIGH SCHOOL 

IXie to the location of the new South Shore High School and its 
proximity to existing schools, the zone for South Shore was constructed 
basically from portions of the zone of Canarsie, Tilden, and Madison High 
Schools. In addition, an enclave was established to provide a viable 
degree of integration. 

Components of South Shore Zones 

1• An area in the western section of the existing zone of Canarsie 
High School. 

2. An area in the eastern section of the existing zone of James 
Madison High School. 

An area in the eastern section of the existing zone of Samuel J. 
Tilden High School. 





U. The number of entering pupils anticipated in the Tilden and Madison 
shifts approximates 9U7 pupils. 



$. The enclave to South Shore High School is projected at 2 93 pupils 
and is an area in the western section of the existing zone of 
Thomas Jefferson High School. 

6. lho encroachment of the South Shore zone on the existing zone for 
Samuel J. Tilden High School necessitated compensatory adjustments. 
Additional area was dravm from the existing zones of Jlidwood, 
Canarsie and James Madison High Schools. Further compensation 
involved the shift of an area in the existing zone of Lafayette 
High School to James Madison High School. 

BOYS' HIGH SC-IDOL 

A zone for Boys' High School was established partially from portions of 
the existing zones of Thomas Jefferson, Franklin K. Lane, and Bushwick High 
Schools. The remainder of the zone is composed of an area presently 
unassigned, from which students have been assigned through the Office of 
High School Placement. 

Boys' High School is not planned for co-ed occupancy until the opening 
of its replacement, scheduled for 1972. The estimated number of girls 
living in the new zone for Boys' High in the entering class, approximately 
9U8 would therefore be zoned to Prospect Heights High School with an 
option to attend other academic high schools. The estimated number of 
boys, approximately 911 would be zoned to Boys' High School with the same 
option to attend other academic high schools (Open Admissions Program). 

1. Recognizing the impact of such large numbers of new students on 
the physical plants and the programs of Boys' High and Prospect 
Heights High Schools, a great deal of emphasis and effort would 
have to be made to insure the success of the optional program 
mentioned. This would be particularly pertinent ji view of the 
registered complaints by administration, staff and parents 
connected with these two schools of additional numbers of 
students to be admitted to these schools and the request by the 
administration particularly of Prospect Heights High School that 
this optional program not in any way affect adversely the chance 
of any girl wishing to enter Prospect Heights High School on the. 
basis of its traditional single sex complement and its special 
programs. 

Also in the interest of diverting, for obvious reasons, as many 
pupils from these two schools it is logical to attempt to gain as large 
as possible parental participation in already mentioned Open Admissions 
program. This will of necessity involve the assistance through an organized 
program and considerable field workcf the Office of Intergrpup Education. 




REPORT ON THE OPEN AEMISSIGIJS PROGRAM 


'■IS. 


The Problem: 

Acute shortages of high school capacity make districts 13 and 11; focal 
points of the overall Brooklyn problem. In October 196? the only academic 
high schools in these districts wore Eastern District High School ( 1 ) 4 ), Boys' 
High School (13) and Brooklyn Technical High School (13). As a specialized 
school Erooklyn Technical High School could not be utilized for district 
students. Similarly, Boys' high School vas an unzoned (single-sex) school, 
and Eastern District was operating at 156.6,5 utilization with a projected 
1970 utilization of 193*3*. Moreover, a large area of districts 13 and 17 
was, (due to the rescinding of previous zoning arrangements), not zoned to 
any hign school. Taken together the Eastern District area, and the unzoned 
and immediately adjacent areas were projected to require relief for about 
2,000 students. Moreover, the problem was complicated by the fact that these 
students were long distances away from the sources of potential relief, with 
varying accessible public service routes of varying acceptable travel time. 

Basic Method: 


In the a tie, .ip t to remedy this situation available space in seven south 
Brooklyn schools, having lever utilization figures, vas evened tc students in 
the areas mentioned on an open admissions (i.e., a choice) basis. This plan 
was dependent cn every student in a "sending school" area having a choice 
between the designated receiving schools and his "heme school".° It vas there¬ 
fore necessary to provide a here school for the unzor.ed area. To accomplish 
this a dual zone was created for Beys' High School. Boys and girls within it 
would attend Beys' High School ar.d Prospect Heights High School respectively. 
Eligibility for th 9 Open Admissions Program was then based upon residence 
within the Eastern District and Boys' Migh-Prospoct Heights zones. That is, 
any student entitled to feed into or.o of these schools upon graduation from 
the 8 th or 9th grades in June 1970 would be eligible for open admission. 

Receiving and Sending Schools: 


Receiving schools were selected on the basis of their potential for 
accommodating "minority" students by maintaining a predetermined ethnic 
balance. The working limits for computation of space available at each 
school ware naxinur.s of lltCav utilization, 30:1 minority for the total school 
population and 1*0,1 minority for each of the incoming grades. These limits, 
being left flexible, were only approximated in most cases. Using them as 
guidelines, total space available was originally calculated at 1970 seats. 

The receiving schools solected were: Ft. Hamilton, F.D. Roosevelt, A. Lincoln, 
Lafayette, Midwood, New Utrecht and Sheepshead Bay. The 375 seats originally 
calculated for Ft. Hamilton and F.D. Roosevelt were designated for the Eastern 
District; remaining seats were allotted to the Boys' High-Prospect Heights zone. 

Whereas the eligible student population was comprised of those students 
entering high school in September 1970, the working sending school units were 
the middle schools and their non-public school equivalents. In effect, any 
of these schools to graduate a resident of th 9 designated area was a "sending 
school". 


A strati?*! mi ? q* *" 

1ho_ open admission:; program was administered by the Central Zoning Unit, 
which prepared applications and instructions for the sending schools, -sbricfcd 
guidanco counselors, processed tr.o completed applications ani nade assignments. 

As an aid in recruiting p'articipmts for this optional program parent groups 
^ore^brlefedbyrepn.sontativos of the Bureau of Intorgrcup Education. - 

Students in tli3 Eastern District zor.j vzere given choices of Fort Hamilton 
or F.P. Roosovant; those in the Toys’ High-Pro-pact Heights zone could choose 
frorc the remaining 5 receiving schools. All stud.nts were asked to list thoir 
choices in order of preference ad to nail applications directly to the Central 
Zoning Unit. 

.In nany cases it was possible to assign applicants to thoir first choice. 
If & given school lias ovorsuoscr—hcd, selection was made by a random sarroling 
technique. Students not aesig.' *d t,o thoir fir.it choice were cither given their 
second cnoe.cs or cfis .'.echo* vas i*epei t.*-d. O.’igrrallv all ascimaente vero made 
in this way; however, s:..o stud on -s vers assigned randomly when seating availa¬ 
bility was altered. 

Student Respon se and Plaerr.cnt 

A total of 2,1?? applications *,ero received from 75 sending schools (30 of 
those schools -were non-public aid ace exited for 2?.? applications). Of this 
number 18?2 (86.1$) were placed in cp-cv. nduissiens schools. Disposition of the 
remaining 337 applicants was as follows: 

(1) 261 were fc.uai ineligible due to invalid addresses or choices. 

(2) 37 were assigned to schools other than the designated receiving 
schools. 

(3) 9 vera reacted \ . e-.n— th'ir a;.v ice.tic-- -eve receiv’d after 
assignment i.ad b;;n m.v'e. 

Applicants were assigned to open admissions schools as follows: 


Ft. Ku-ilton 

226 

F.D. Roosevelt 

ah'* 

<-1 .> 

A. Lincoln 

15.3 

Lafayette 

3-5 

:ilc"ood 

257 

Y.n Ut. jeh'i 

25? 

Sheepahead Bey 

353 

Total . . . 

18? 2 * 


The total of assigrees cf lo.»2 ::pn.;u:: a ?6.0p cf seat utility 
in an optional program ai.ed at cqualieatioe. of high school building utilization 
and as a by-product improving th? et:u\ie ca-pcsiticn of s_v;r* Ercf.ilyu high schools. 

*As of July 8, l?/0, this total dees net reflect any refusals on the 

part of parents of assignments under the program. 




Effects of the Open Admissions Program 

Were all students placed in the program to accept their seats, 
the projected registers at the sending high schools would decrease by 
the following amounts: Eastern District U38, Boys' High 712 and Prospect 
Heights 7h2. The resultant utilizations would be Eastern District* 15U%, 
Boys' High School* 91 % and Prospect Heights* 135£* Two qualifications 
of these figures must be notedj first, the Boys' High School projection 
is imprecise due to a lack of sufficient data. It can be expected that 
the utilization of Boys' High School in September 1970 will be higher 
than the figure shown, perhaps in the order of 100^. Secondly, utilizations 
at these three schools will vary upward to the extent to which options 
are declined. The estimated effects on all sending and receiving schools 
are shown in the accompanying tables, found the the Appendix section of 
this report. 


* These figures are based on a projection and do not account for new 
entrants ("over-the-counter" registrants) who of necessity, because 
of program, and personnel demands cannot, in any large numbers, be 
accommodated after July 1st through the Open Admissions Program. 
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After reviewing th3 possible Itemntives to the existing plan for trmspo idl¬ 
ing acadsnic high school students fn Brcd-aLin, it sesas evident that tho Board 
of Education of the City of Bern York should adopt a pi or. for Brooklyn sirdlr.r to 
the one v;hich it adopted for the Borough of luoons in namely, providing a 

combination of public and contract bussing. i revision, however, should be made 
to insure that students receiving contract bun service are not restricted from 
participating in approved extre curricular activities or meeting scheduled 
regents exardnaticn obligations. 

Eligibility for contract bus service chov.V be d-^'emainod on tho basis 


of the following criteria: 

Students residing more than T_ males from 
the academic high school to which they 
have been assigned cn a mrr.c.at?:' b: sis - 
who, without such contract bus service, 
would be required to utilise two or more 
means of public transportation (buses or 
trains in any cc .biiaticn) to reach their 
assigned acaderr’c high school. 

Transferring from one rubvay or elevate. 1. 
train to another on the same line mi not 
necessitating a second fain: constitutes 
a single neons of transportation. Transferring 
from one bus to another with free transfer 
pass constitutes using two means of treneperdution 
because it involves exiting the bus to the street. 

High school students may be expected to walk 
up to mile total from their homes to a 
single means of transportation and from the 
closest debarkation p>oint to the school. 

The Bureau of Pupil Transportation, after investigation, 
should be the sole judge of eligibility for contract 
bus service. 
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BROOKLYN ACADEMIC HIGH SCHOOLS 
PERCENT "OTHERS" 1962-69 


APPENDIX A 


Percent 

Change 


School 

1962 

1963 

1964 

1965 

1966 

1967 

1968 

1969 

1962-69 

1967-69 

A. Lincoln 

97.5 

97 

.1 

96.5 

94.4 

94.6 

92.1 

89.8 

83. 1 

-14.4 

- 9.0 

Boys High 

33.9 

26 

.6 

14.3 

8.5 

5.3 

3.0 

1.2 

1.6 

-32.3 

- 1.4 

Bushwick 

77.9 

74 

.0 

66.2 

54.7 

42.1 

34.8 

3!.2 

24.4 

-53.5 

-10.4 

Canarsie 

j 



66.8 

68.0 

75.5 

75.7 

75.2 

74.8 

♦ 8.0 

- 0.9 

Eastern District 

36.4 

33 

.4 

26.9 

17.0 

18.3 

15.7 

12.9 

12.0 

-24.4 

- 3.7 

Erasmus 

88.4 

85 

.9 

80.9 

74.8 

72.2 

70.8 

64.6 

56.3 

-32.1 

-14.5 

Ft. Haml1 ton 

97.5 

95 

.7 

90.6 

85.6 

82.2 

81.9 

82.5 

79.7 

-17.8 

- 2.2 

Franklin K. Lane 

67.1 

61 

.2 

52.0 

47.5 

44.9 

40.2 

35.6 

32.5 

-34.6 | 

- 7.7 

Wingate 

70.1 

58 

.4 

51.0 

47.4 

5C.3 

49.4 

37.2 

26.4 

-43.7 

-23.0 

James Madison 

99.6 

99 

.4 

93.4 

89.7 

84.5 

81.2 

79.2 

75.1 

-24.5 

- 6.1 

Lafayette 

99.4 

99 

.1 

98.0 

95.2 

92.7 

91.5 

90.8 

87.9 

-11.5 

- 3.6 

John Jay 

79.8 

76 

.7 

70.1 

72.6 

54.2 

60.8 

52.7 

46.5 

-33.3 

-14.3 

MIdwood 

98.9 

98 

. 1 

91.1 

84.3 

77.0 

81.9 

86.1 

80.5 

-18.4 

- M 

New Utrecht 

99.4 

99 

.4 

97.6 

97,3 

95.6 

92.9 

94.7 

91.0 

— 8.4 

- 1.9 

Prospect Heights* 

54.5 

46 

.7 

32.0 

24.4 

19.4 

15.0 

10.8 

10.6 

-43.9 

- 4.4 

Ti Iden 

97.7 

97 

.0 

94.5 

80.7 

81 .6 

75.0 

75.5 

66.4 

-31.3 

- 8.6 

Sheepshead Bay 

98.9 

98 

.6 

98.0 

95.8 

90.0 

88.4 

86.7 

81.9 

-17.0 

- 6.5 

Frank 1in Rooseve11 





74.7 

69.9 

72.1 

72.1 

72.0 

- 2.7 

- 0.1 

Thomas Jefferson 

76.1 

73 

.5 

56.1 

44.4 

36. 1 

29.6 

22.2 

13.1 

-63.0 

-16.5 

Borough Total 

85.0 

82, 

.0 

76.5 

70.8 

68.6 

66. 1 

ESI 

58.6 

-26.4 

ra 

*UNZONED HIGH SCHOOLS 
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APPENDIX O' 


BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
School Planning and Research Division 
CENTRAL ZONING UNIT 
Hillery C. Thome, Director 


October 15* “1969 


To: Principals of tho Eroollyn Academic High Schools 

Presidents of Broo’dyn Acadenic High School Parents' Associations 
Chairmen of Brooklyn Local School Boards 

Presidents of the Council of Supervisory Associations and of the 
United Federation of Teachers 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

In response to changing conditions and needs, the Office of High 
Schools mist engage in a re-zoning of the Brooklyn Academy! High Schools. 
The persistent factors influencing zoning are school utilisation, ethnic 
balance and pupil welfare. A factor of immediate importance is the pro¬ 
jected opening of the South Shore High School in September 1970. It is 
located at Ralph and Flatlands Avenues. Not immediately pressing al¬ 
though relevant is the anticipated opening of three high schools in 
Brooklyn in September 1972. 

To assist us in this complicated task, the Office of High Schools 
seeks your advice and counsel as well as statements of the zoning needs of 
your school or community as you view them. 

An exploratory meeting to hear your suggestions will be held on 
Wednesday, October 22, at 9 A.M. in the library of the Board of Education, 
110 Livingston Street, Brooklyn. 

It is anticipated that other meetings will be held to permit full 
discussion leading to conclusions that will reflect the sent inerts of the 
Brooklyn community. 

Yours very truly. 


JBZ:gv 


Jacob B. Zack 
Assistant Superintendent 
Office of High Schools 


! *i i 
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AF?E!!DIX E 


Santis Listing of l*wUn»s and Conferences 

The following is a list of meetings held by the Office of High Schools 
involving Staff Superintendents, field school personnel, students and 
community groups in the interest of rezoning the Brooklyn Academic High 
Schools for September, 19 ? 0. 


Date of Mee tlng 
October 22, T9S9 
November 18, 1969 


Topic or Activity 

Meeting Re: Preliminary announcements 
Tour of South Shore area 


December 2, 1969 


December 16, 1969 


December 17, 1969 


Keeting-R*': Organization 
of South Shore High School 

Meeting-Re: South Shore High 
School and Canarsic High School 
areas h areas south of Jefferson 
High School 

Meeting-Re: Tilden-South Shore 
zones 


December 19, 1969 


Re: Proposals for Canarsie High 
School zoning 


December 30, 1969 


Meeting Re: Rezoning of Canarsie 
High School 


January 12, 1970 


Meeting Re: Rezoning of Canarsie 
High School 


January 19, 1970 


Meeting Re: Tilden and South 
Shore High School zones 


February 20, 1970 


Meeting Re: Zoning plans 


February 2h, 1970 
February 25, 26, 1970 

March 2, 1970 

March 5 * 1970 

March 10, 11 V 13, 1970 

April 8, 9, 1b * 28, 1970 


Meeting Re: Zoning plans 

Meeting Re: Tilden High School 
and South Shore High School areas 

Meeting Re: High school zone for 
I.S. 35-K and its high school 
feeder pattern 

Meeting Re:Rezoning of Bushwick 
High School 

Meeting Re: Zoning of Pt. Hamilton 
High School 

Meeting Re: Zoning of Ft. Hamilton 
High School 
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APPENDIX F 


board of Education or the citt of new Xo. 

Sciiool Planning and Research Division 

central zoning war 

Hillery C. Thome, Director 


MHO TO: Mr. Hillery C. Thome 


Februaxy 25, 1970 


FRQls Florence Bakumenko 

SUBJECT: Stcruiy of Suggestions nade at Principal’s Meeting held on Tuesday, 
February 2lx, 1970 at 11 A.U. (on subject of Brooklyn Academic 
High School Reconing) 

I. Re: Canarsio Hirh S chool 

A. Because of zone line, J1I 68 vill be a split feeder. How 
many students \ill still be sent to Canarsic? 

(Dorothy l.eiss, 1160 East 101 Street, Brooklyn, i».f. 1113°) 

3. Suggested to move line to 05 Street so that change in 
Canarsie vill not be so drastic. There will be enough 
relief given as classes graduate. There is concern over 
the effect of zone change. Fear was expressed that the 
school might be "tipped." 

C. Feels that no attention las paid to their suggestions. 

II. Re: Tlldcn Hirfo Schoo l 

Children who live on Ralph Avenue were taken out of Hlden 
and put into South Share. This was not fair to Tilden. 

- III. Re: Madison Enclave 

The children of this area no longer receive subiray tickets 
and thus are forced to reach school by threo busses. 


IV. Re: Lincoln Hirh School 

Lincoln feels that it was not given enough consideration 
when Open Admission students were assigned there in view 
of modernization program plaained for 1970-1 school year. 

V. Re: Bushwick High School 

A. Many of the students of this school probably will not take 
the option of attending Sheepshead Day High School 

B. Khy limit receiving schools to Brooklyn? 
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VI. 


Investigate easily accessible schools: 

- 1 . Cleveland High School 
2. Richmond Hill High School 
3* Forest Hills High School 
ll* Bryant High School 

Liis school is next to be modernized, therefore it may not be able 
to accept the same number of Open Admissions students next year. 


VH. Re: Bovs 1 Hlr.h Schoo l 


Boys' 


High School is a "dumping ground." The cenmnunity 
and staff vrould lilce an established zone around Boys 
^n order to build up acadenic standards# 

B. By designating Boys* as a sending school, the better 
students nay opt for southern schools and thus drain 
Boys* of academic power. 

C. No one was aware that Boys* was going to become co¬ 
educational. There is strong opposition (definite 
refusal) to accepting girls in the school because: 

1. "Composition of students in the school. 

2. Lack* of : watory, locker and gymnasium 
facilities for then. . 

3 . No means of a teacher reaching the office from 
the classroom by an intcr-com system. 

U. Poor physical condition of building. 


VIH. Re? John Jay High School 

Fear that Open Admissions may drain Jay of academic power. 

«* 

tt p.. South Shore High School , ., . 

A~. hestem’boundary at 56 Street should be moved five blocks • 
further west to Utica Avenue and south to -venue U rathor 
than Avenue N. Gentle m a n said that Ccnarsie, .ail Basin 
and Lafayette are in agrea-ent :ri.th proposed change. 

Suggested that Kill Basin children tobegivmthe option of 
attending cither South Shore or Kadison. 

Suggested that zono lines should be moved to the vrest. 

Older neighborhoods should benefit from the new school. 

Send Mill^Basin someplace else. 

Georgetown area on map is blank. There are 650 families 
In LS-78 and 350 more families are expected to move in soon. 
IS-78 says their suggestion for South Shore zone was not 

followed. . , , 

1. Did not approve of Flatbush Avenue as western boundary. 

2. Suggested East 83 Street for eastern boundary rather 
than I’-st 90 Street. 

v. Local Board #18 feels that no one listened to then. 

X. Re: Use ox ' na tional High Schools. 

In order to got more space it was suggested that there bo 
. drawn a zone around vocational high schools and assig 

ac^^tabJAte tat often have 
unused seats. Jlojtncp^Fajainenk 0 (Recorder) 


B. 

C. 


D. 

E. 




APPENDIX G 


MEMORANDUM 


March 25, 1970 


TO: Mr. Irvine Anker 

Superintendent of Schools (Acting) 

FROM: Mr. Jacob B. Zack 

Assistant Superintendent 

RE{ Re-Zoning of the Brooklyn Academic High Schools for the year 1970-71. 

A review of the specific changes being made in the zone lines of these 
schools must be preceded by some general stater.ents affecting policy and procedure; 

that there will have to be an annual review of the zoning of this borough 
because of population pressure trends and the opening of new schools. A committee 
of principals and a committee from the City-Wide High School Advisory Council will 
work together on a continuing basis to establish a rationale as well as a program of 
rezoning; 

that| except in a few instances, students in areas that are heavily over¬ 
utilized will be given an open admissions opportunity to schools in other parts of 
the borough which are not as severely overcrowded; 

that the number of seats available in any one high school will be controlled 
by several factors: 

the receiving schools shall not go beyond approximately lUO^ of 
utilization and that the ethnic proportions shall be maintained at 
a viable ethnic distribution of student population; 

where utilization falls below these guidelines the effective factor is 
the ethnic composition of the school; 

that another factor is the conversion of existing unzoned high schools 
to zoned schools which will result in establishing a zone for several high schools 
which formerly did not have specific boundaries; (for example, Boys High School 
will be given a fixed zone; but the girls in that area will be zoned for Prospect 
Heights High School. In both cases students that are required Ao attend Boys High 
or Prospect Heights will have open admissions options to schools in the southern 
tier of Brooklyn. In the case of Prospect Heights, girls who formerly had been 
attending will continue to have that option.) 



’ Mr. Irving Anker 
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March 25, 1970 


that much of the need for such extensive rezoning was caused by a 
temporary use of enclaves last year which were terminated as of July l, i9o?; 

that some tentative commitments that may have been made with regard to the 
control of the zone for Wingate and franklin K. Lane had to be modified because 
of the intolerable over-utilization of a neighboring high school; 

that an Innovative procedure strongly recommended was that the space 
available In vocational high schools provide an opportunity to initiate the com¬ 
prehensive high school idea at this time; 

that population pressures of the came extraordinary level compelled use 
of available seating in one of the Queens high schools; 


that a particular element in this rezoning of the borough was the opening 
of the South Shore High School and the conflicting demands of conmmnity gr^ps 
who made special requests for inclusion or exclusion in the adoption of the final 

zone of the school. 

I 

Basic to this zoning plan is the number of annexes which will be ready 
for September occupancy. Th*Jfchree schools affected are Eastern ^^rict, Bushwick, 
and Thomas Jefferson High Schools. The viability of the plan would ^ destroyed 
if these essential additions of space do not come into being in the September . 

semester» 


It is important to emphasize that the zoning plan affects only those 
students who will enter high school but does not disturb those who are a_rea y 
attending a specific school. 


JBZ:hm 
Enc. 2 


t 
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BOARO OF EDUCATION OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
SCHOOL PLANNING and RESEARCH DIVISION 

CENTRAL ZONING UNIT 
110 LIVINGS’: ON STREET. BROOKLYN. N. Y. 11201 
TCL 506 4061. 2. 3 

HILLERY C. THORNE 
Director 


April 10, 1970 


To: District Superintendents of the Borough of Brooklyn 


Re: Academic High School Zone Linesfor September 1970 

4 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

I have been instructed by the Office of High Schools to inform 
you, through the attached description, of the zone lines for September 
1970 ub approved by Acting Superintendent Irving Anker for academic high 
schools located in your district. 

This is a preliminary notice, which will be followed shortly 
in more detail by a copy of the official proposals and a map of all 
Brooklyn Academic zone lines. Also you will find enclosed for information 
purposes, or any other use to which you wish to put it, a memorandum 
giving in details the description and procedi^e for the approved Open 
Admissions Program (for the junior high schools under your jurisdiction 
which are involved). This material will be discussed and distributed in 
larger quantities at a meeting of guidance counsellors (as announced in 
the relay of April 10) scheduled for Tuesday, April 1U. 

Yours sincerely. 


HCT:gv 


Hillery C. Thorne 
Director of Zoning 


4 
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HIPH SCHOOL MEMORANDUM 

BOARD Of EDUCATION OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
OFFICE OF SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS 
OFFICE OF JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOLS 
CENTRAL ZONING UNIT 
IIO Livingston Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

* • I, 

TO: Principals of Certain Senior High Schools In Brooklyn 
Principals of Certain Junior High Schools in Brooklyn 
District Superintendents Involved 

Re: Ope n Admissions Program 

Junior H igh Schoo l to S enior High School 

Ladles and Gentlemen: 

A rezoning of the High Schools of Brooklyn has been effected at the direction 
of the Superintendent, of Schools. An Open Admissions Program has been 
Instituted as a part of the rezoning program, to apply to certain high schoels. 

Pupils eligible to participate in this program are given the opportunity of 
choosing a 'receiving' senior academic high schoel designated for his home 
area or of attending his locally zoned senior high school. Assignments 
will be made, with the parents 1 or guardians' consent, to the extent ihat space 
Is available In the receiving high schools. 

Thie program applies to: 

(a) Pupils who are presently in the ninth grade of a junior high echool 
and who reside in the zone of Eastern District High School or the 
NEW zene of Boys High Schocl. 

(b) Pupils who are presently in the eighth grade of an Intermediate 
school and who reside in the zone of Easiern District High Schosl 
or the NEW zone of Boys High School. 

N.B . Girls who reside in the NEW zone of Boys High School will attend 

Prospect Heights High School until the completion of the new Boys High 
building. They will be eligible to participate in the 
Open Admissions Program to the same extent as ^11 other pupils 
residing in that zone. 

PROCEDURE AND TIME TABLE 

1. Provision should be made immediately for the guidance staff in the 
sending junior high schools to discuss the Open Admissions Program 
with the parents or guardians. 

2. WEDNESDAY. APRIL 15. 197 0 

2.1 Sending junior High Schools will receive from the Central Zoning Unlt t 

2.1.1 General Circular relative to Open Admissions Program. 

2.1.2 Sample application in English and Spanish for duplication In 
the sending junior high schools. 

2 . 1.3 Sample ‘letter to Parent or Guardian' containing the list of 
receiving senior high schoels. In English and Spanish, for 
duplication in the sending Junior high schools. 



Page 2 


3. TUESDAY. APRIL 21. 1 970 

3.1 Sending schools will distribute the following to eligible pupils: 

3.1.1. ‘Letter to Parent or Guardian' with the list of receiving 
senior high schools. 

3.1.2 Application in English and Spanish 

3.2 'Letter to Parent or Guardian" with the list of receiving senior 
high schools and applications are to be mailed to absent 
pupils on the same day. 

3.3 A supply of 'Letter to Parent or Guardian' with the list of 
receiving senior high schools and applications is to be 
retained ir. the sending junior high school for distribution 
to private or parochial school pupils upon request, provided 
that such pupils meet the eligibility requirements as stated 
In items "a" and "b" co page I. 

4. MONDAY, APR i L 27, 1970 

4.1 Final date for mailing completed appIica.ions. T he signature 

of the p arent or auardia n is required on a I I app Ii catio ns._ 

NO APPL ICATION POSTMARKED AFTER THIS DA TE WILL, 8E AC CEPT ED. 

4.2 Applications are to be mailed by the p arents directly to: 

OPEN ADMISSIONS PROGRAM 
BOX 158 

TIMES PLAZA STATION 
BROOKLYN, NEW YORK 

4.3 Assignments w : 'I be made to the extent of the availability 
of seats in the receiving schools. Should applications 
exceed the number of seats available in a particular 
receiving school, assignments will then be made on a random 
sampling basis using authorized statistical tables. 


APPROVED: Yours Sincerely, 

Jacob Zack Hi Mery C. Thorne, Director 

Assistant Superintendent in Charge Central Zoning Unit 

Office of High Schools 

Joseph L. Brennan 
Oscar Dombrow 

Superintendents in Office of High Schools 
Daniel Schreiber 

Assistant Superintendent in Charge 
Office of Junior High Schools 
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APPL1 CAT I ON FOR OPEN. ADM!SSION 


1, Applications ere to be mailed to: 

Open Admissions Program 
Box 158 

Times Plaza Station 
Brooklyn, New York 

2. NO APPLICATION POSTMARKED LATER THAN APRILJ7, 1970 WILL BE ACCEPTED. 

5 List vour preferences for high school assignment In the spaces provided below. 
S,n«7he number 6 of seats available in the receiving high *f"°'*'* '* ed ' 

It Vs possible that not everyone will receive the assignment he or she has 

!}’!*.' “ 99 :s!ir!h7io* U 'II.. soy choices th.. .re Cere. Ih ord.r 

of your preference (second, third, etc.) 

4. You ». V Choose ohl, from .eoh 9 .hose high schools offered ss reoel.lhg schools 
for your school. 

5. if admitted to one of the schools listed, your child will be expected to 

remain there for at least one year. ___ 


0PEN_ AMISS! CNS APPLjC.AJJ.qN_ 


Pupil's name (Print) __ 


(Last) 


(First) 


present Junior High School --- 


Grade_ 


I hereby request that my child, whose name Is pnnted above, be 
attend one of the following schools In the order of my P ref *r«™- e - 
VprVrH ™e names of the school Is) requested In the spaces below.) 

First choice:____ ~ 

Second Choice n _ _—-—-- “ 

Third Choice _ 

Fourth Choice---- 

Fifth Choice--- * 

„ . clfclcs sppf.fcs.i 0 h IS grsn.ed, I sgrss .. .bid. by 


(Print- Name of Parent) 


(Signature of Pupil) 


(Signature of Parent) 


Address_ 


Borough 


NOTE TO PARENT: If you decide to use this app' n®^ 0 " lOTO** 5 * ^ ° S ” 

possible but no later than April 27, 1970 


OPEN ADMISSIONS PROGRAM 
BOX 158 

TIMES PLAZA STATION 
BROOKLYN 17, NEW YORK 
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SAMPLE LETTER 

(For Eastern District High School Only) 

Apr!I 9, 1970 


To the Parent or Guardian: 

Your ch'ld will be attending an academic high school in September 1970. 

At the direction of the Superintendent of Schools, a rezoning of Brooklyn high 
schools has been effected, 

In some instances pupils are being ,'ffered olacement in certain high schools 
on an optional basis. Under this Open Admissions Program your child may attend: 

1. The high school which is zoned to serve the area of your residence 

Eastern District High School 

or 

2. To the extent that sp ace is available , one >f the academic high schools 
listed below. 

In seme schools space is limited. We therefore suggest that you indicate 
several choices in order of your preference, when you fill out your application. 

You may choose only from those schools listed in this letter. 

& 

Fort Hamilton High School 
8301 Shore Road 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 11209 

Franklin D. Roosevelt High School 
5800 2Cth Avenue 
Brooklyn, N. Y. II2C4 

If you wish your child to attend one of the schools listed above, fill out the 
attached ‘Application For Open Admissions 1 . Mail it not later than April 27,1970 
to 

OPEN ADMISSIONS PROGRAM 
BOX 158 

TIMES PLAZA STATION 

f r :•] BROOKLYN, N. Y. I 1217 


/ 



(For Boys High School) 

ApriI 9, 1970 

To the Parent or Guardian: 

Your child will be attending an academic high school in September 1970. 

At the direction of the Superintendent of Schools, a rezoning 0 f Brook Iyn.high 
schools has been effected. • 

In some instances pupils are being offered placement in certain high schools on 
an optional basis. Under this Open Admissions program your child may attend: 

1. The high school which is zoned to serve the area of your residence. 

BOYS HIGH SCHOOL (BOYS) f « 

PROSPECT HEIGHTS HIGH SCKHCOL (GIRLS) 

Or 

2. To the extent that spa ce i s a vai l able, one of the academic high schools 
I isted be low. 

In some schools space is limited. We therefore suggest that you indicate 
several choices in crder of your preference, when you fill out your application. 

You may choose only from those schools listed in this letter. 

■Abraham Lincoln High School 
Ocean Parkway & West Avenue 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 11235 

Lafayette High School 
2630 Benson Avenue 
Brorklyn, N. Y. I 1214 

Midwcod High School 

Bedford Avenue L Glenwood Road 

Brooklyn, N. Y. I 1210 

New Utrecht High School 
1601 80th Street 
Brooklyn, N. Y. I 1214 

Sheepshead Bay High School 
• • _ 3000 Avenue X 

1,1 Brooklyn, N. Y. 11235 

If you wish your child to attend one of the schools listed above, fill out the 
attached "application For Open Admissions' . A\ai I it not later than April 27,1970 
to 

OPEN ADMISSIONS PROGRAM 
BOX 158 

TIMES PLAZA STATION 
BROOKLYN, N. Y. I 1217 


BOYS HIGH SCHOOL 


N 


El 9 de AbriI de 1970 


A los padres o guardianes: 

Su hijo asistira^a la escue i superior academica en. septiembre de 1970. 
Por instrucciones del superintendente interino se efectuara^cambios en las 
1 1 neas demarcatorios de las escueI as superiores de Brooklyn. 

✓ 

En algunos instantes^a los alumnos se los ofreceran^puestos en ciertas 
escuelas a base de opcicn. Bajo este Programa de Matricula Abierta su hijo 
puede asistir a: 

I. La escuela que oficialmente esta^ asi gnada para el a^rea de su 
re residencia. 


/ 


BOYS HIGH SCHOOL (BOYS) PROSPECT HEIGHTS HIGH SCHOOL (GIRLS) 

o 

/ / 

2. Una de las escuelas secundarias academicas indicadas abajo^. segun el 
espacio que haya. 

En algunas escuelas, el espacio ss\a limtado. Por eso, le sugerimos que 
indique varies selecciones «.n orden de su preferencia, cuando llena la 
solicitud. 

/ 

Pueda ud. cscoger unicamente de la lista indicada en esta carta; 


Abraham Lincoln High School 
Ocean Parkway & West Ave. 
Bklyn, N. Y. I 1235 


Lafayette High School 
2630 Benson Ave. 

Bklyn, N. Y. I 1214 

Midwood High School 
Bedford Ave. S Glenwocd Road 
Bklyn, N. Y. I 1210 

New Utrecht High School 
1601 80th St. 

Bklyn, N. Y. I 1214 

Sheepshead Bay High School 
3000 Ave. X 

Bklyn, N. Y. 11235 < 

* / . . 

Si usted desea que su hijo asista a una de las escuelas aqui indicada, 

sfrvase I lenar la solicitud adjunta y envfela a mas tardar el 27 de abriI 

de 1970 a la siguiente direccidn. 


BOX 158 

TIMES PLAZA STATION 
BKLYN, N. Y. I 1217 




EASTERN DISTRICT 


El 9 de Abr11 de 1970 

A los padres o guardianes: 

Su hijo asistlrd^a la escuela superior academics en septiembye de 1970. Por 
Instrucciones del superintendente interino se efectuara^cambios en las 
I rheas demarcatorios de las escuelas superiores de Brooklyn. 

En algunos lnstantes,a los alunmos se los ofreceran puestos en ciertas 
escuelas a base de opcidfi. Bajo este Programs de Matricula Abierta su hi io 
puede asistir a: J 

1. La escuela que oficialmente esta^asignada para el a^ea de su resldencia. 

Eastern District High School 
o 

2. Una de las escuelas secundarias academicas indicadas abetjD^., seqifn 
el espacio que haya. 

En algunas escuelas, el espacio esta^limtadc. Por eso, le sugerimos 
que indique varias selecciones en orden de su preferencia, cuando 
I lena la solicitud. 

Pueda Ud. escoger unicamente de la lista indicada en esta carta. 

Fort Hamilton High School 
8301 Shore Road 
Bklyn, N. Y. I 1209 

Franklin D. Roosevelt High School. 

5800 20th Ave. 

Bklyn, N. Y. I 1204 

Si^usted desea que su hijo asista a una de las escuelas aquj^ indicada, 
sirvase llenar la solicitud adjunta y envieia a ma*s tardar el 27 derabril 
de 1970 a.la siguiente direccion. 


BOX 158 

TIMES PLAZA STATION 
BKLYN, N. Y. I 1217 


BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
1 lO LIVINGSTON 9TREET, BROOKLYN. NEW YORK 1 1201 

OFFICE OF INTERGROUP EDUCATION 


APFEUDIX J ' 


STANLEY H. KORNHAUBER 
Program Administrator 
State Inti oration Fund Projects 

• 94*9100 


LYNETTE V. TUCKER 

OlRCCTOR (ACTING) 

•••-•099 


JOBE A. VAZQUEZ 
Assistant Administrative Director 
Bi-Lingual Phooram 
Bchool AND Community 

SSS-SSS1 


Report on Field Activities in Reference to the Rezoning of Brooklyn 

Academic High Schools 


In addressing the parents I firstly greeted them in both 
English and Spanish. I thanked them for. coming to the meeting and 
asked them to allow me to speak to them in both languages. 

Secondly, I introduced myself, .in English, not as an expert 
from the Board of Education, but as a Puerto Rican Mother who had 
struggled to educate 3 children and who had to face many problems in 
order to do so. This was well received and seemed to clear the air. 

Next I gave them the reasons why they had to send their 
children to other high schools. I did not use the terms over or under 
utilization. I simply told them that the reasons were the following: 

1. Some High Schools have too many children and not enough seats; 
other high schools with fewer children had extra seats, so that these 
seats were available for those children whose schools had no seats for 

them. 


2. They, the parents, themselves had gotten together and asked 
that their children be sent to less crowded schools. 

I emphasized the fact that these schools which had space 
available for their children offered excellent programs of instruction 
and many valuable activities. 

Then I told them that no matter what anyone said, no one 
loved their children as they did and that it was their responsibility to 
see that these children received the best education possible as this was 
the only inheritance that they could leave them. I emphasized the im- 
portance of education in getting the children out of the ghetto and insuring 


APPBIIDIX J (continued) 
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a better future and an easier life. 

As to the fact that the receiving schools were farther 
away, I said to them that this was a minor thing when it was a matter 
of giving their children a good education. I also said that it was good 
for their children to lea-n to travel by themselves, that they needed to 
loosen them from their apron strings and allow them to stand on their 
own; that finally they would have to do so whether they liked it or not 
as these children were reaching the age when they wanted to be more 
independent. I told them of my own experiences as a student in Puerto 
Rico when for lack of carfare many times I had to walk from one town 
to another and stay in school from 8:30 to 4:00 without eating lunch as 
none was provided at that time. Then, I said: "As you can see I did 
not die because of this". They laughed and after that they became very 
receptive and accepted graciously our offerings. 

During the question and answer period I reassured them 
that efforts would be made with the receiving schools in order that they 
and their children be welcomed. I also spoke of the program of activities 
that the receiving schools would carry out in order to help their children 
adjust smoothly to the other school environment. This program would 
involve the bilingual staff and students, Parents Association, and interested 
community leaders. 

Respectfully submitted by, 

Clara Casanova 
Coord, of Hispanic Culture 
& History 


CC:gl 



n 


• APPEMDH K 

SUMMARY - EFFECTS O F '•■EZO MliQ AMD O PC'-’ ASilISSIO?IS PROSR AM . 


OCTOBER 1969 


1970 PROJECTION 
WITHOUT ZONE changes 


1970 PROJECTION-NEW ZONES 
BUT NO OPEN ADMISSIONS 


1970 PROJECTION-NEW ZONES 
AND OPEN ADMISSIONS 



• QUEENS 


**OATA INCOMPLETE 




























































































SUTC'JLRY - EFFECT OF OPEN ADTTTSSION UGH SCHOOLS 


• 

OCT. 19*9 

*970 PROJECTIONS 

(INCLUDING ALL CHANGES) 

SENDING SCHOOLS 

UTIL. ’ 

% "OTHERS" 

UTIL. 

S "others" 

ESTIMATES OF STUDENTS 
SENT OR RECEIVED 

’Sastem District ** 

156.6 

12.0 

15U * 

12 

U38 

Boyt'.’ High 

110.9 

1.6 

90 

2 

712 

Prosnect Heights ** 

109.6 

10.6 

13U 

11 

7U2 






Total 1892 






receiving SCHOOLS 






Ft. Hamilton 

1U7.5 

79.7 

163 

. 72 

226 

. 

F. D. Roosevelt • 

103.2 

72.0 

123 

- 67 

273 

A. Lincoln 

132.9 

83.1 

129 

77 

- 153 

Lafayette 

129.3 

87.9 

mo 

80 

366 

Ilidvood 

1UU.5 

8.0.5 

mi 

7h 

257 

New Utrecht 

mo .7 

91.0 

ms 

81 

259 • 

Sheepshead Bay 

121.7 

81.9 

127 

75 

358 


Total 1892 


* Includes an increase in capacity of 200 seats 

** Data incomplete 
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• QUEENS 


BROOKLYN ACADEMIC HIGH SCHOOLS , 


^ w —\ 

' "c-i r\ 


LEGEND 

ED EASTERN DISTRICT 

BH BU8HWICK 

FKL F K LANE 

JJ JOHN JAY 

EH ERASMUS 

«W WINGATE 

TJ JEFFERSON 

TH TILDEN 

NU NEW UTRECHT 

laf latayette 

MID MiDWOOD 

MAD MADISON 

UN LINCOLN 

SHB SHEEPSHEAD BAY 

CH CANARSIE 

FDR ROOSEVELT 

FHH HAMILTON 

rh Richmond hill* 

SS SOUTH SHORE 

BYS BOYS HIGH 

BRY BRYANT « 


' 4 ^ 

-i c 

<" ' / 


BOARD or EDUCATION . CITY OR NtW YORK 
SCHOOL FLAMMING *«» NCSCAAOM OtV|«M»N 

CENTRAL ZONING UNITm| 

MftXCIIY C. THSRM* - »«*ScTWW 


HJ! LUCA/FS.J 


MAY 15 9 1970 
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Exhibit VI Annexed to Affidavit of Irving Anker 
1971-1972 Plan 

(See Opposite |gy) 




HIGH SCHOOL MLMtfv t.‘>U:A fl97l-72 

bOAu 1 ') Cf LOV.'M lOii OF THu CITY OF NLW YOR.', 

Of f I CL or HIGH SCHOOLS 

OhMCr O r IHrblv.F.Dl/.TL At*) JUNICii HIGH SCHOOLS 
C MTV.l 7C 1 Ml , !G UN'T 
110 llvingslon Stricl 
brooklyn, New York 11201 

TO: Community School Board Chairmen, Brooklyn 

Community Superintendents, brooklyn 
Principals of Academic High Schools, Brooklyn 
Principals of Junior High and Intermediate Schools, Brooklyn 

SULJLCT: Open Admissions Program - Junior High end Intermediate Schools 
to Academic High Schools in the borough of Brooklyn. 


Ladies and Gentlemen: 

An Open Admissions Program has been instituted to apply to certain 
academic high schools in the borough of Brooklyn. This plan has been 
developed in an attempt to secure appropriate building utilization and 
to assure an integrated school population, as widely as posc’ble, in the 
borough of Brooklyn. 

Pupils eligible to participaie in the Open Admissions Program will 
be given the opportunity to indicate their choice of schools in a given — 
cluster of high schools. The students may, if they prefer, attend thpir 
locally zoned academic high schools. 

Assignments will be made with the consent of the parent or guardian 
to the extent that space is available in the "receivlng"high schools. 

The following is an outline of the Open Admissions Program: 

1 - Students attending I.S. 320K and J.H.S. 6IK, who reside in the 

zone of Lrasmus Hall High School will indicate their preference 
from among the following: 

Abraham Lincoln High School 
Lafayette High School 
Sheepshead Bay High School 
James Madison High School 
Midwood High School 

09 

Lrasmus Hall High School 

It Is uroed that each student list all five choices if : order— 
of his preference. 

Space has been made available in each "receiving" school on 
the basis of utilization and ethnicity. Assignments >.vi I I be 
made on the availability of seats and geographic location. 

2 - The present South Shore High School enclave will become part 

of the Thomas Jefferson High School zone. Students who reside 
in this area will indicate their preference from among the 
following: 

South Shore High School 
James Madison High School 
Midwood High School 
Sheepshead Bay High School 

OR 

Thomas Jefferson High School 

It is urged that each student list all four choices ’n order 
of his preference. 

Space has been made available in each "receiving" school or 
the basis of utiItzatiohlaod. ethnicity.r Assignments will be made 
on the availability of scats and geographic location. 


( 2 ) 


3 - The present James /.iadison High School enclave will become part 

of the George W. i/ingate High School zone. Students v.i.o reside 
in this area will indicate their preference from among the 
following: 

South Shore High School 
James Madison High School 
Midwood High School 
Sheepshead Gay High School 

OH 

George 17. Wingate High School 

It is urged that ea ch student list all four choices in ord er 
of his preference. 

Space has been made available in each "receiving" schorl on 
the basis of utilization and ethnicity. Assignments will be 
made on the availability of seats and geographic location. 

4 - Students attending I.S. 27IK and I.S. 55K, who reside in the 

zone of Franklin K. lane High School, will Indicate their preference 
from among the following: 

South Shore High School 
James Madison High School 
Midwood High School 

OR 

Franklin K. lane High School 

It is u rqed that each stuoe nt list all three choice in order 
of his preferen ce. 

Space has been made available in each "receiving" school on 
the basis of utilization and ethnicity. Assignments will be 
made on the availability of seats and geographic location. 

5 - The present George W. Wingate High School enclave will become 

part of the Cushwick High School zone. 

6 - The zone for Boys High Schtool will regain unchanged. Students 

residing in this zone, both boys and girls, will indicate their 
preference from among the following: 

Midwood High School 
Sheepshead Cay High School 
Abraham Lincoln High School 
New Utrecht High School 
James Madison High School 
South Shore High School 

OR 

Boys High School (boys only) 

Girls who wish to enter an all-girls school will be assigned 
to either Prospect Heights High School or Bay Ridge High 
SchooI. 

It is urqed tha t ea ch student liai all six choic es in order 
of his prefer ence. 

Space has been made available in each "receiving" schcol on 
the basis of utilization and ethnicity. Assignments will be 
made on the availability of seats and geographic location. 

7 - Stuoents residing in the zdne of Eastern District High School 

may indicate a preference between the following: 

Fort Hamilton High School 
Frank fin D. Roosevelt High School 

OR 

Eastern District High Schocl 


(3) 

J_t_ i s u rgoj t hst each student list bot h school s in o rder of his 
£rc_<_fr£r,ce_._ 

Space has been made available in each "receiving" school on 
the basis of utilization and ethnicity, Assignments wlI I be 
made on the availability of seats and geographic location. 

PROCCDU IL AltO 1 l/.£TAOLc 

1. Provision should be made immediately for the guidance staff in 
the "sending" intermediate and junior high schools to discuss 
the Open Admissions Program with parents and guardians. 

APR. 5 19V 5 

2. f.ONDAY, I AilCH 29, 1971 

2.1 Sending schools will receive from the Office of High Schools 

2.1.1. High School Memorandum describing Open Admissions Program 

2.1.2. Sample application in English/Spanish to be duplicated by 
the "sending schools" 

2.1.3. Sample letters tc parent/guardian containing the list 
of "receiving" high schools in English/Spanish for 
duplication in the "sending 1 schools. 

3. fPj®AYj.A f 5>. l . L -5j„IS7l. 

3 Tf Vending" school's "wi 11 distribute the following to eligible pupils. 

3.1.1. "letter to Parent or Guardian" with the list of receiving 
academic high schools. 

3.1.2. Applications in English and Spanish. 

3.2 "letter to Parent or Guardian" with the list of receiving 

academic high schools and applications are to be mailed 
to absent pupils on the same day. 

3.3 A supply of "letter to Parent or Guardian" with the list 
of receiving academic high schools and applications is to 
be retained in the sending intermediate and junior high 
schools for distribution to private and parochial school 
pupils upon request, provided such pupils meet the eligibility 
requirements as outlined on pages 1 and 2. 

4. FRI DAY. A PR 11 16. 1971 

4.T Finaf'date’fo'r mai I ing applications. The signat ure o j_ _t he 
p arent or gu ardi an_ is required on a I . applicat ions. 

NO APPLIC ATION POST/. ARKCD AF TER T HIS DATE Will BE ACCEPTED 

4.2 Applications are to be majJ_eA by the pare nts/guardi ans to: 

OPEN ADMISSIONS PROGRAM 
DOX 158 

T IMES PLAZ* STATION 
DROOKLYN, NEW YORK 11217 

4.3 Assignments will be made to the extent of the availability 
of seats in the receiving schools. Should applications 
exceed the number of seats available in a particular 
receiving school, assignments will then be made on a random 
sampling basis using authorized statistical tables. 

Yours sincerely. 


Approved: Hillery C. "Ihorne, Director 

Centra I Zoning Unit 

Jacob Zack, Ass't. Supt. 

Irving Anker Co-ordinator, Office of High Schools 

Deputy Chancellor 

Joseph L. Brennan, Ass't. Supt. 

Oscar Dombrow, Ass't. Supt. 

Office of High Schools 

Daniel Schreib'r, Ass't.'Supt. 
Office of Junior High Schools 




APPI ICATjON FCR OPEN ADMISSION 

1. Applications are to be mailed to: 

Open Admissions Program 
Box 158 

Times Plaza Station 
Brooklyn, New York 

2. NO APPLICATION POSTMARKED LATER THAN APRIL 16, 1971 WILL BE ACCEPTED. 

3. List your preferences for high school assignment In the spaces provided below 

. You may choose only from among those high schools offered as receiving school 
for your school. 

5. If admitted to one of the schools listed, your child will be expected to 
remain for at least one year. 


OPEN ADMISSIONS APPLICATION 

Pupil's Name (Print)___ 

(Last) (First) 

Present Junior High School No._Grade_Class_ 

I hereby request that my child, whose name Is printed above, be permitted to 
attend one of the following schools In the order of my preference. 

(Print the names of the school (s) requested In the spaces below.) 

First Choice___ 

Second Choice__ _ 

Third Choice__ 

Fourth Choice___ 

Fifth Choice___ 

SIXTH choice____—--■- 


(Signature of Pupl I) 

Address 


(Print - Name of Parent) 


(Signature of Parent) 


Pup 11s Name_ 

First Chotce_ 
Second Choice. 
T h I rd Cho I ce_ 
Fourth Choice 
Fifth Cho I ce_ 
SIXTH Choice 


RETURN THIS SECTION TO YOUR COUNSELOR 


Class 


(Signature of Pupil) 


(Signature of Pa-ent) 



SAMPLE LETTER 


Data 


To ths Parent or Guardian: 

Your child vill bo attending an academic high school in September 1971. 

At the direction of the Chancellor, an adjustment of Brooklyn high school 
zones and feeder patterns has been effected. 

In some instances pupils are being offered placement in certain high 
schools on an optional basis. Under this Open Admissions Program your 
child may attend: 

1. The high school which is zoned to serve the area of your residence 

(Insert name of proper high school in this space) 

OR 

2. To the extent that snace is available , one of the academic high 
schools listed below. 

In some schools space is limited. We therefore suggest that you 
indicate several choices in order of your preference, when you 
fill out your application. 

You may choose only from those schools listed in this letter. 


(LIST IN THIS SPACE APPROPRIATE RECEIVING 
HIGH SCHOOLS WHICH AP°LY TO YOUR JUNIOR 
HIGH OR INTERMEDIATE SCHOOL AS STATED ON 
PAGES 1 AND 2 OF T IE HIGH SCHOOL MEMORANDUM) 


If you wish your child to attend one of the schools listed above, 
fill out the attached "Application For Open Admissions." Mail 
it not later than April 16, 1971 to: 


OPEN ADMISSIONS PROGRAM 
BOX 158 

TIMES PLAZA STATION 
BROOKLYN, N. Y. 11217 


SAMPLE LITUR 


LI l c dc ALri I de 1971 


A los padres o guardiancs: 

. / 

Su hi jo asistira a la escuola superior acadenica en scptienibre de 
1970.^ Por inotrucciones del se cfectuara algunos cambios en la manera 
asignacion de alumnos cn las escuelas super iores de Crook Iyr. 

/ 

tn algunos inslantes a les alumnos se los ofreceran puestos cn 
ciertas escuelas a base de opcion. Dajo este Programa dc /..atricula 
Abierta su hi jo puede asistir a: 

/ / 

I. la cscuela que oficialmcnte esta aslgnada para el area de su 
residencia, 

(Insert name of proper high school in this space) 


2. Una^dc las escuelas secundarias academicas indicadas ajajo, 
seoun el espacio que haya. 

Cn algunas escuelas, el espacio esto^ limtado, Por eso, le sugerimos que 
indique varias selecciones en orden dc su preferencia, cuando llena la 
sol icitud. 

Pueda ud. cscoger unicamente de la lista indicada en esta carta; 


(LIST IN THIS SPACE APPROPRIATE RECEIVING 
HIGH SCHOOLS WHICH APPLY TO YOUR JUNIOR 
HIGH OR INTERMEDIATE SCHOOL AS STATED ON 
PAGES I AND 2 OP THE HIGH SCHOOL MEMORANDUM) 


Si usted deqea que su hi jo asista a una de las escuelas aqui^ 
Indicada, sirvase I lenar la sol ici tud adjunta^y enviela a rnas tardar 
el 16 de abril de 1971 a la siguiente direccion. 


BOX 156 

TIMES PLAZA STATION 
BKIYN, N.Y. 112)7 


HIGH SCHOOL MEMORANDUM 


1971-72 


EOi\RD OF EDUCATION OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
OFFICE OF HIGH SCHOOLS 

OFFICE OF INTERMEDIATE AND JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOLS 
CENTRAL ZONING UNIT 
I 10 Livingston Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

TO: ConriLinlty School Eoard Chairmen, Brooklyn 

Community Superintendents, Brooklyn 

Principals of Certain Academic High Schools, Brooklyn 
Principals of I.S, 293K; J.H.S. I36K; J.H.S, I42K; J.H.S. 294K 

SUBJECT: Choice of Admissions Program for John Jay High School 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

a Choice of Admissions Program has been Instituted to apply to 
certain academic high schools In the Borough of Brooklyn, This plan 
was developed In an attempt to secure relief for John Jay High School 
from an overutilized situation which has reached unmanageable and 
dangerous proportions. 

The following schools have been removed from the feeder pattern 
of John Jay High School in order to reduce the entering class to 
a viable number. 

I.S. 293K; J.H.S. I36K; J.H.S. I42K; J.H.S. 294K 

The students who would normally enter John Jay High School 
from these schools will be permitted to make a choice of admission 
to one of the schools in the cluster listed below. 

Fort Hamilton High School 
Franklin D. Roosevelt High School 
Lafayette High School 
New Utrecht High School 

It is urged that each student list all four schools In order 
of his preference. Every effort will be made to assign pupils 
to schools of their first choice. However, since seats are limited 
in some instances, a method of random selection will be used when 
requests exceed availability. 

USE ONLY THE YELLOW mPPLICATION FORMS WHICH ARE PROVIDED 
FOR THIS PROGRAM. 

PROCEDURE AND TIME-TABLE 

1. Provision should be made Immediately for the guidance staff In 
each intermediate and junior high school Involved to discuss 
the Choice of Admission Program with parents and guardians. 

2. COLLECTION OF APPLICATIONS 


Each guidance counsellor Is requested to collect 
the completed applications In h's school. 

Please be certain that an application Is on file 
tor every student — including absentees. 


2.1.1 Return applications by messenger as soon as possible, 
prior to the closing date for filing (April 16, 1971) to 

Board of Education 
110 Livingston Street 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11201 
Room 515 

2.1.2 When a final delivery of applications is made your 
package should contain a list of all pupilvwho 
have not returned signed applications. 

2.1.3 Students who do not return applications will be 
assigned to remaining existing vacancies In the 
receiving high schools. 




C2» 


3. 



3.1 

Sending Schools will receive Irom tnc Office of 

High Schools: 


3.1.1 

High School f..emorandum describing Choice of 
Admissions Program. 


3.1.2 

A supply of applications to be used for Choice 
of Admissions Program. 

C3^ 

3.1.3 

Sample letters to parent/guardian in Lng1ish/Spanish 
containing list of receiving high schools for 
duplication in the sending schools. 


4. MONDAY. 

APRIL 5. 1971 


4.1 

Sending schools will distribute the following 
to eligible pupiIs. 


4.1.1 "Letter to Parent or Guardian" with the list of 
receiving academic high schools. 

4.1.2 Applications in English and Spanish 

4 2 "Letter to Parent or Guardian" with the list 

of receiving cademic high schools and applications 
are to be mailed to absent pupils on the same day. 

4.3 A supply of "Letter to Parent or Guardian" with 

the list of "receiving" academic h'ih schools 
and applications Is to be retained i the sending 
Intermediate and junior high school- for distribution 
to private and parochial school pupils upon request, 
provided such pupils meet the eligibility requirements 
as outlined on page I. 


Yours sincerely. 


Hillery C. Thorne, Director 
Central Zoning Unit 


Approved: Jacob Zack, Ass't. Supt. 

Co-ordInatcr, Office of High Schools 

Irving Anker 

Deputy Chancellor Joseph L. B-ennan, Ass't. Supt. 

Oscar Domtrow, Ass't. Supt. 

Office of High Schools 


Daniel Schroiber, Ass't. Supt. 
Office of Junior High Schools 



1 


(DATE) 


TO THE PARENT OR GU.-»RDlAtJ: 

& 

Your child will be attending an academic high school in 
September 1971. At the direction of the Chancellor, an adjustment 
in the feeder pattern of John Jay High School was effected. 

This was necessary in order to prevent a dangerous overloading 
of this school which is now functioning far above its normal capacity. 

Pupils graduating from I.S. 293-K, J.H.S. I3G-K, J.H.S. 142-K 
and J.H.S. 2Q4-K, cannot be accommodated at John Jay High School. 

They will be given the opportunity to attend: 

Port Hamilton High School 
Franklin D. Roosevelt High School 
Lafayette High School 
New Utrecht High School 

You are requested to indicate your choice of assignment in order 
of preference, on the attached application. 

PLEASE LIST ALL F O UR SCHOOLS IN O RDER OF YOU R PREFER ENCE 

As far as possible, an attempt will be made to assign a pupil 
to his first choice. 

Return the signed application to your child's guidance 
counsellor immediately. 

*o 


k 




& 


(Date) 


Queridos padres: 

$u hijo va a assistir a una escuela superior en septeiemure 
de IC7I. Por instrucciones del G anc *i* er * SG e f ec * uara una 
modificacion en la forma do asignar a Ics alumnos a . 

John Jay High School. Es necesario llevar este plan a ca .o 
para evitar ur.a sobre utilizacion peligrosa del espacio en esta 
escuela que actualmente funciona a una capacidad fuera de lo normal 

No se aceptara en septiembre de 1971 a los graduandos de 
I.S. 293-K, J.H.S. 136-K, J.H.S. 142-K y J.H.S. 294-Ken la 
escuela superior llamada JOHN JAY, pero tendran la oportun.dad 
de asistir a una de las escuelas siguientes: 

Fort Hamilton High School 
8301 Shore Road 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11209 

Franklin D. Roosevelt High School 
5000 20th Avenue 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11204 

Lafayette High School 
2630 Benson Avenue 
Brooklyn, N.Y. I 1214 

New Utrecht High School 
1001 00th Street 
Brooklyn, N.Y. I 1214 

Sirvase indicar las 4 escuelas pero en orden de su 
proferencia, en la solicitud adjunta. 

En lo posible^ trataremos de colocar a su hijo fs) 
en la escuela de su primora preferencia. 

Sirvase devolver innediat amente la solicitud con su 
firma a I consejero de su hijo (a). 


> 
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Exhibit VII Annexed to Affidavit of Irving Anker 
Ethnic and Utilization Statistics for Brooklyn High Schools 

(See Opposite jfcgrO 
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Exhibit IX Annexed to Affidavit of Irving Anker 

& 

School Population—Ethnic Distribution 

(See Opposite 
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Exhibit X Annexed to Affidavit of Irving Anker 
1971-1972 Description and Map of Queens High School 

(See Opposite p^r’) 
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PI 


ZONE DESCRIPTIONS FOR QUEENS ACADEMIC HIGH SCHOOLS 




May 28, 1971 


1 





ZONE OF WILLIAM CULLEN BRYANT HIGH SCHO OL, 

AREA I 

Beginning at 20th Avenue and the west side of 36th Street; East 
to the west side of 37th Street; North to Berrian Blvd.; East 
to a point north of Hazen Street; South on a northerly projection 
of Hazen Street to 19th Avenue; East to 81st Street; South to 
Grand Central Parkway; East then South tc 25th Avenue; West 
to Curtis Street; South to 27th Avenue; West to Ericson Street; 

South to 29th Avenue; West to Astoria Boulevard to 82nd Street; South 
to 30th Avenue; West to 81st Street; South to Northern Boulevard; 

West to 78th Street; South to Roosevelt Avenue; West to 74th Street; 
South to Woodside Avenue; West to the Brooklyn-Queens Expressway 
to 43rd Street; North to 35th Avenue; West to the west side of 
36th Street; North to Broadway; West to west side of 34th Street; 
North to 31st Avenue; East to the west side of 36th Street; North 
to the point of origin. All lines drawn down the middle of the 
vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


AREA I I 

Beginning at East River and Hoyt Avenue South; east along 
Hoyt Avenue South to Crescent Street; South to 30th Avenue; 
West to Main Avenue to the East River; North to the point 
of origin. All lines drawn down the middle of the vehicular 
way unless otherwise stated. 


AREA I I I 

Beginning at Metropolitan Avenue and Bushwick Avenue; East 
along Metropolitan Avenue to Brook Iyn—Queens Boundary; South 
to Johnson Avenue; West to Porter Street; South to Knickerbocker 
Avenue to Starr Street; West to Wilson Avenue; North to Flushing 
Avenue; West to Bushwick Avenue; North to the point cf origin. 
All lines drawn down the middle of the vehicular way unless 
otherwise stated. 



AREA I 



7fttlr OF MARTIN VAN BUREN HIGH SCHOOL 


Beginning at Hollis Court Boulevard and the north side of Richland Ave.; 
East along the north side of Richland Avenue to Oceania Street (209th St.) 
North to 75th Avenue; East to Springfield Blvd.; South to 76th Avenue; East 
to a projection of 76th Avenue to the Grand Central Parkway to the Nassau 
County line; South then West along the Nassau line to Gettysburg 
Street; North to 93rd Avenue; West to 215th Place; North to the north side 
of Whitehall Terrace; West to Hollis Court Boulevard; North to the point 
of origin. All lines are drawn down the middle of the vehicular way unless 
otherwise stated. 


AREA I I 

Beginning at the Montauk Division of the Long Island Railroad and Linden 
Boulevard; East along Linden Boulevard to 200th Street; South to Springfield 
Boulevard to Merrick Boulevard; West to Farmers Boulevard; South to 
the Old Soathern Division of the Long Island Railroad; North to Baisley B v 
East to Merrick Boulevard; North to a continuation of Baisley Boulevard; 

East to the Montauk Dlv. of the Long Island Railroad north to the point 
of origin. All lines are drawn down the middle of the vehicular way unless 
otherwise stated. 


V 



ZONE OF SPRINGFIELD GARDENS HIGH SCHOOL 

Beginning at New York Boulevard and Balsley Boulevard; East along 
Balsley Boulevard to the Old Southern Division of Long Island Railroad 
South to Farmers Boulevard; North to Merrick Boulevard; 

East to the Nassau County Line; South along the Nassau 
County Line to the northern fringe of John F. Kennedy Airport; West 
to Springfield Boulevard; North to 147th Avenue; West to Farmers 
Boulevard; North to New York Boulevard; to the point of origin. 

All lines drawn down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise 

stated. 




ZONE OF BENJAMIN N. CARDOSO HIGH SCHOOL 


AREA I 

Beginning at Oceania Street and 46th Ave.; East along 46th Ave. to Cross 
Island Pk'way.; North to the foot of Little Neck Bay; East then North along 
the fringe of Queens to the Nassau County Line; South along the Nassau 
County Line to the Grand Central Pk'way.; West along Grand Central Pk'way.; 
to a projection of 76th Ave. to 76th Ave. to Springfield Blvd.; North to 
75th Ave.; West to Oceania Street; North to the point of origin. All 
lines are drawn down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


AREA 2 

Beginning at Jamaica Ave.; and 103rd Street; East along Jamaica ,.ve. to Hollis 
Ave. to the main line of Long Island Railroad to 197th Street; South to 
104th Ave.; West to 195th Street; South to lllth Ave.; East to 197th Street; 
South to Linden Blvd.; West to the Montauk Olv. of the Long Island Railroad; 
North to 183rd Street to point of origin. All lines are drawn down the 
middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


Beginning at 69th Ave. and 164th Street; East along 69th Ave. to Utopia P'kway. 
South to 73rd Ave.; East to Oceania Street (209th St.); South to the North 
side of Richland / *.; West to Hollis Ct. Blvd.; South to the Grand Central 
Pk'way.; West to 188th Street; South to Jamaica Ave.; West to 183rd Street; 
South to the /Aontauk Div. of the Long Island Railroad to a point due east of 
107th Ave.; West along a projection of 107th Ave. to 107th Ave. to Ruscoe 
Street to Polhemus Street to 107th Ave. to Merrick Blvd.; North to the Main 
line of the Long Island Railroad; West to Union Hall Street; North to Hillside 
Ave.; East to 164th Street; North to the point of origin. All lines are drawn 
down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


ZONE OF lPNG ISLAND C l TY HIGH SCHOOL 

Beginning at East River and 20th Avenue; East on 20th Avenue to east side 
of 35th Street; South to 31st Avenue; West to west side of 34*h Street; 
South to Broadway; East to east side of 35th Street; South to 35th Avenue; 
East to 43rd Street; South to Brook 1yn-Queens Expressway to Brook 1yn-Queens 
County lint; West along Brook 1yn-Queens County line to East River; North 
to Main Avenue; East to 30th Avenue to Crescent Street; North to Hoyt 
Avenue South; west to East River; North to point of origin. All lines are 
drawn down the middle of the vehicular way.unless otherwise stated. 


ZONE OF JOHN ADAM S HIGH SCHOOL- 

Beqinnlng at the Brooklyn Queens Boundary and 97th Ave.; East a^ng 97th 
Ave.to 98th Street; South to 101st Ave.t E.st to 106th Street; Sou h to 

south to 

North along the Brooklyn Queens Boundary to point of or.gin. A I lines 
drawn down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


0 


ZONE OF FAR ROCKAWAY HIGH SCHOOL 

Ail of the Rockaway Peninsula to the west of Nassau County line. Including 
Broad Channel. 


ZONE OF RICH/iVONO HILL HIGH SCHOOL 


AREA I 


Beginning ar Central Ave. and 80th Street; East along Central Ave. tCooper Ave.) 
to Woodhaven Blvd.; South to Union Turnpike; East to Metropolitan Ave. to 120th 
Street; South to Liberty Ave.; West to 108th Street; North to 101st Avenue; West 
to 98th Street; North to 97th Avenue; West to 92nd Street; North to Atlantic 
Avenue; East to Woodhaven Blvd; North to Parklane south;West to a projection 
of 79th Street; North to 78th Avenue; West to 80th Street; North to the point 
of origin. All lines drawn down the middle of the vehicular way .unless otherwise 
stated. 

AREA 2 

Beginning at Van Wyck Expressway and 115th Avenue; East along I 15th Avenue to 146th 
Street; North to Linden Blvd.; East to Sutphin Blvd.; South to Rockaway Blvd.; 

West to the Van Wyck Expressway; North to the point of origin. All lines 
are drawn down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


AREA 3 


Beginning at Myrtle Avenue and Tompkins Avenue; East along Myrtle Avenue to 
Sumner Avenue; South to Vernon Avenue; West to Throop Avenue; South to Van Buren 
Street; West to Tompkins Avenue; North to the point of origin. All lines are 
drawn down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


AREA 4 

Beginning at Grand Avenue and Myrtle Avenue; East along Myrtle Avenue to Nostrand 
Ave ; South to Green Avenue; West to Grand Ave.; North to point of origin. 

All lines are drawn down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 



ZONE OF GROVER CLEVELAND HIGH SCHOOL 

AREA I 

Beginning at Kingsland Avenue and Newtown Creek; East along Newtown Creek to the 
Brooklyn Queens Expressway; North then East, along the Brooklyn Queens Expressway 
to Queens Blvd.; East to 69th Street; South to Calamus Avenue; East to 74th Street; 
South to th<-‘ Long Island Expressway; East to the New York Connecting Railroad 
(LIRR); South to Caldwell Avenue; East to 77th Street; South to Eliot Avenue; 

West to 75th Place; South through Juniper Valley Park to Penelope Avenue; East 
to 77th Street; South to Metropolitan Avenue; East to 80th Street; South to 78th Avenue 
West to 79th Street; South along 79th Street through Mt. Lebanon Cemetery; West through 
Cypress Hills Cemetery to a projection of Highland Blvd. to Highland Blvd.; 
to the Brooklyn Queens Boundary; West then north, along the Brooklyn Queens Boundary 
to Putnam Avenue; East to the west side of Cypress Avenue; North to Stockholm 
Street; West to WlIson Avenue; North to Starr Street; East to Knickerbocker Avenue; 
North to Flushing Avenue; East to Porter Avenue; North to Johnson Avenue; East 
to the Brooklyn Queens Boundary; North to Metropolitan Avenue; West to Bushwick 
Avenue; North to Mespoth Avenue; East to Kingsland Avenue; North to the point 
of origin. All lines drawn down the middle of the vehicular way-unless otherwise 
stated. 

AREA 2 

Beginning at Myrtle Avenue and Nostrand Avenue; East on Myrtle Avenue to Tompkins 
Avenue; South to Lexington Avenue; West to Nostrand Avenue; North to the point 
of origin. All lines are drawn down the middle of the vehicular way. Unless 
otherwise stated. 


ZONE OF HILLCREST HIGH SCHOOL 


Beginning at Yellowstone Blvd. and Woodhaven Blvd.; North then East along 
Yellowstone Blvd. to Jewel Avenue to 164th Street; South to Hillside Ave.; West 
to Union Hall Street; South to 108th Avenue; East to New York Blvd.; South to 
Brinkerhoff Avenue; West to lllth Avenue to 130th Street; North to Metropolitan 
Avenue; West to Union Turnpike to Woodhaven Blvd.; North to point of origin. 

All lines are drawn down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise 
stated. 


ZONE OF NFV ' TO'.VN HIGH SCHOOL 

BeqInning at Astoria Blvd. and 02nd Street; East along Astori d * to 
98th Street; South to 34th Ave.; East to 102nd Street; North orthern 
Blvd.; East to 107th Street; South to 37th Ave.; West to 104th street; 

South to Roosevelt Ave.; West to Junction Blvd.; South to the Long Island 
Expwy.; West to Woodhaven Blvd.; South to Penelope Ave.; West to 75th PI., 

North to Eliot Ave.; East to 77th Street; North to Caldwell Ave.; West to 
the Connecting railroad tL.I.R.R.) North to the Long Island Expwy.; 

West to 74th Stree * North to Calamus Ave; West to 69th Street; Nort i to Queens 
Blvd.; West to Bro. yn-Queens Expwy.; North to Woodside Ave.; as to 74th . 
Street; North to Roosevelt Ave.; West to 78th Street; North to i ' 

West to Blst Street; North to 30th Ave.; West to 82nd Street; North to the 
point of origin. All lines drawn down the middle of the vehicular way unless 

otherwise stated. 


AREA I 


Beginning at Roosevelt Ave. and Junction Blvd.; East along Rooseve,. Avenue 

; sz s’*; « r - lr ~‘ 

^ - SS : Lr’ 

. iA 7 fh st • south to 45th Ave.: West to KIssena Blvd.; South to jewel 
Ave • West to Grand Central Pk'way.; North to Long Island Expwy.; to 

JunctlonBlvd.; North to point of origin. Ail lines are drawn down the 
middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


AREA 2 

Beginning at linden Blvd. 4 Su.phln Blvd.; east along Unden Blvd to^ 
Ne» York Blvd.; South to 116... Ave.; Wes. to Barron Sf„ Bou.h to F ooh 
Blvd.: West to Sutphin Blvd.; North to point of origin. All lines are 
drawn down the middle of the vehicular way.unless otherwise stated. 



AREA | ZONE OF FRANCIS LEWIS HIGH SCHOOL 

Beginning at Willets Pt. Blvd. and 154th Street; East along WiI lots 
Pt! Blvd! to Francis Lewis Blvd.; South to the North side D,y. of Long 
Island Railroad; East to the Clearvicw Expwy; South to 46th Ave., East 
to Oceania Street; South to 73rd Ave.; West to Utopia P kway; 
to 69th Ave.; West to 164th Street; South to Jewel Ave.; We^t to ^Usena 
Blvd.; North to 45th Ave.; East to 147th Street; North to Cherry v ., 

East to Murray Street; North to Sanford Ave.,; East to a po.nt due ou 
of 154th Street; North to 154th Street to po.nt of origin. All lines 
are drawn down the middle of the vehicular way-unless otherwise stated. 

AREA 2 

Beginning at 107th Ave. and Merrick Blvd.; East on 107th Ave to Po.hemus 
Street to Ruscoe Street to 107th Ave. to a projection of l ° 7th u . Av *\l 
Montauk Di . of Long Island Railroad; South to Baisley Blvd.; West to 
^rlck Blvd.; North to the point of origin. All lines are drawn down the 
middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


AREA 3 

Bealnnlnq at Sutphln Blvd. and Foch Blvd.; East along Foch Blvd. to New 
York Blvd.; South to Farmers Blvd. to 147th Avenue; East to ^P r 

Blvd.; South to the Northern fringe of J.r.K. A r e°drawn <own 
North to Sutphin Blvd. to the point of origin. All lines are drawn own 

the middle of the vehicular way-unless otherwise stated. 


ZONE O c AN07EW JACKSON HIGH SCHOOL 


Beginning at ISCth Street and Grand Central Parkway; East along Grand 
Central Parkway to the North side of Whitehall Terrace to 215th PI.; 

South to 93rd Ave.; East to Gettysburg St.; South to the Nassau County 
line to Merrick Blvd.; West to Sprinjfleld Blvd.; North to 200th St. to 
Unden Blvd.; West to 197th St.; North to I Nth Ave.; West to 195th St.; 

North to IO-:th Ave.; East to 197th St.; i>crth to .V.ain line of Long Island Railroad 
West to Hollis Ave, to 188th St.; North to point of origin. All lines are 
drawn down the middle of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 


AREA I 


zone of baysipe high sr ool 


Beginning at the Whitentcne Perkway and East River; east then south 
along the fringe of Quec. > to the Cross Island Parkway at the foot of 
Little Neck Bay; continuing south along the Cross Island Parkway to a point 
due east of 46th Avc.; west ale .g an easterly projection of 46th Avo. to 
46th Ave. to the Clearvitw Expressway; north to the Northsida Division 
of the L.I.R.R.; west to Francis Lewis Blvd.; north to W||lets Point Blvd.; 
west to 154th Street; north to the Cross Island Parkway; west to the Whitestone 
Parkway; north to the point of origin. All lines are drown down the middle 
of the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 

AREA I I 

Beginning at the Main Line of the L.I.R.R. and Union Hall Street; east 
along the railroad to Merrick Blvd.; south to Baisley Blvd.; west to 
New York Blvd.; north to Foch Blvd.; west to Barron St., north to 116th 
Ave.; east to New York Blvd.; north to 108th Ave.; west to Union Hall St.; 
north to the point of origin. All lines are drawn down the middle of 
the vehicular way unless otherwise stated. 



ZONE OF FLUSHING HIGH SCHOOL 


AREA I 

Beginning at 25th Ave. and Grand Central Parkway; East on an Easterly 
projection of 25th Avenue Across Flushing Bay to the r.nge of College 
Point; North, then East along the fringe of College Po ‘ n * . 

Whltest-ne Expressway; South to Cross Island Parkway; East to l»4th St., 
South to Vi I lets Point Boulevard; West to 149th Street; South to North 
side Division of Long Island Railroad; West to Grand Central pk ™Y*' 

South to a projection of 4i th Ave.; West to 48th Ave. to '^treet 
North to 37th Ave.; East to 107th Street; North to Kcrthern I 3 |* 
to I02r,d Street; South to 34th Ave.; West to 98th Street; North to . 
Astoria Blvd.; Eastt to 29th Ave. to Er.cson Street, North to 27th Ave., 
East to Curtis Street; North to 25th Ave.; West to the point of origin. 
All lines are drawn down the middle of the vehicular way,unless otherwise 

stated. 


AREA I I 

Beqlnning at 133th Street and I Nth Ave.; East along lllth Ave. to 
Brinkerhoff Ave. to New York Boulevard; South to Linden boulevard. 
West to 146th Street; South to I 15th Ave.; West to 130th Street 
North to point of origin. All lines are drawn down the vehicular 

way unless otl .rwise stated. 



ZONE OF FOSEST HILLS H!^-H SCHOOL 

Beginning at Penelope Ave. and 77th Street; West along Penelope Ave. 
to Woodhavcn Blvd.; North to the Long Island Expressway; East to Grand 
Central Pk'way.; Sourh to Jewel Ave.; V/est to Yellowstone Blvd. to Central 
ve. (Cooper Ave.l| 0 80th Sireet; North to Metropolitan Ave.; west to 77th Street; North 
to point of origin. All lines drown down the middle of the vehicular 
way. 
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Exhibit XI Annexed to Affidavit of Irving Anker 

Utilization Statistics—School Population— 

Ethnic Distribution 


(See Opposite 
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Composition Queens Acodemlc High Schools 


AHDHSV.' 

JACKSON 

PAY sins 

BENJAMIN 
c.\:.no/o_ 

KlC<A V.'AY 

FLUSH ING 

FC2.ZST 
HILLS_ 

•Trancis 
ls.::s_ 

CflOY'MS • 

clsvs i.m::) 

HILLCP.23T 
• JAMAICA 


JOtfN. ADAMS 

JCHU KLINE 

LON 3 ISUK1 

CITY_ 

kartk!'van 

B'JREM_ 

nr-TC ..-: « 

sfrinofisl: 

CARTiNG_ 

VT LI I'M 
C.LKYANT 


FfcsSvr coinvsi . ION 

Nov. 1970 I Q'/J )* __ 

Nk?R "O'" TTfoVAL I 

J. _ % _ I i:o . I 

67.C |” 32.2 | 3W | 30 0- 


| i^ 1 •**'•• * • x/(l 

| (/.'i Vn Zimou iiiilcivoL !i.o. ) _ 

ITPii ' o" i a-HuTl A 
IS * ■ •% | NO. U TIL. 

I; 70.7 29.3 I 3?71: 100. 


23.9 I 76.1_ j LI 1 0 i 126 . J; 29.3 ! 70.7 | |£°^_ 


20.2 ! 79.S 1:222 


22.6 77. li lilS'i | H6 


19.2 | 00.0 | 3VJ7 | 119. j 23. 1_ '»’ 6 - <3 3{ ’ 3 ‘ ] . 123 ' 


10.3 0 9.7 322 0 j 12Q._ 

10.3 SI.7 37L0 j 132. 

2L.6'! 73'.!: 2609 j_96._ 


jj 16.9'_ 0 34 j 3a01 127. 

|! 22.0 77.2 | 3009 13«i. 


|J 27.6 | 77.h 3107 j HO. 


17.1 I 02.9 I 360? ! 117. 


3 9 .,’i 0 O .6 I 3V^3 | 


39.31 60.7! 174! 45 


32.9 67.1 0319 I Hil 


I' 36.1 


30.19 126. 


26.5 71.5 5175 13.4 jj 20.3 71.7 9269 1 


32.7 1 67.3 j 3299 j 100. 

19.0 01.0 264 S 19?• 

21.7 70.3 02?? 172 • 

10.0 05.7 97!.6 14. 


31.3 60.7 I 3-’i!;3 I 119.4 36.6 63. 


35.5 6!i.5 3931: 107. 

1ft, 6 Cl.li 2663 1S'2. 

29.2 70.0 1i3Ii4 125. 

12.1 | 97.9 1;959 3 <i0. 


3769 12!:. 


1.2-0 1 S7.2 1 1:306 I 133. 
22.!. 1 77.6 j 1A28 | 123. 


j !;r.3 S!:. 7 1:260 129. 

] 2S.L 7h .6 L6ti6 130. 


:■ ^Approximately 20* of the "Others" population are In the category 
listed cs "Other Spanish Surnamod Americans". 


Composite Utilisation 
Queens Academic l!ij“h Schools 


Cap. 9/71 

Queens -- 

A.H.S. A 56,691 


Reg. 9/71 Util. 9/71 

68,626 121.0 


A Includes 323U for Rillcrest 
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jxxx>^^>o^><SflCQiish of. Brooklyn 
High Schools _ 
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Exhibit XII Annexed to Affidavit of Irving Anker 
Decision of Board of Education Dismissing Appeal 

(See Opposite 
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ISAIAH c f CJINiCH, .'W, * »Ct fMtiiutsr 
SCYMOUR P. LACHM/.N 
l-'ARr E . MiAOE 
jo_,tPK »*:c i.r»£r?r.AT 

HAMVfY n. ''.CTMSN'TR, Ch^ c; U.O* 
MARCun SlwC'li. • SfCRCtA;.. 


j 

DOANIj c:‘ EOUCATld 
op tmc cnv or n;v; vonp 
no i.i^iNGSior: ctpelt 
Bl^OOl.'-YM, fi.V 11*01 


May 


1 077 

A .• # Jf 


I'm, Clarice ilcEaruefcte 

President, Parents Teachers Association 

Ceuta Shore High School 

6565 Fiatlands Avenue > 

Brooklyn, Nev? York 11236 

U e: Appeal on Zoni ng hy P oren* -T endtors A ss’n. 



Dear Mi*3. MeParnette; 


1 am enclosing herewith the report aid decision of 
the Board of Education Committee which heard the appeal 
. presented to it by the Parents Teachers Association of 
South Shore High School. 

The entire Board concurs in this decision. 


The Board appreciates your interest *rd concern 
and hopes that you can understand the basis fer this decision 


Sincerely yours, 





Harold Siegel 
Secretary 


HS/cb .; 

Att. Copy of Committee's Decision, 4/29/71 
cc: Mr. Joseph Brennan, High School Office 

Mr. Max Bromer, Principal,South Shore H.S. 


£ VtvM & v ~ r *' 3 S - 






DOAfU) or EDUCATION 

or THE. CITY OK NEW YORK 
IIO LIVINGSTON STREET 
PPOOkLYM. NY. 11201 


WARY C. MCADE 


April 29, 1971 


APPEAL on Zoning in Brooklyn - prepared by the Parent-Teacher 
Asroci at ion of South Shore High School - Friday, April 23,1971 


The brief set forth reasons for their appeal as follows: 

The school will be over-utilized if the optional zoning 
provided for it is permitted to continue. The Parent 
Association expects that the student body will have 3,400 
students, exclusive of the I2th grade and now 275 seats have 
been opened for optional zoning. 

It is their feeling that they will be overcrowded in 
the following year when the whole four years are in the 
building. They are very much afraid that this overcrowding, 
plus the admission of groups of students from outside the 
neighborhood, will destroy the South Shore High School. 

They had another fear that the students who accepted the 
option to coma to South Shove might need vocational training 
which South Shore does not offer. 

It is the decision of the committee that the zoning 
directive, as issued by the Office of the Chancellor on 
March 19, 1971, should be retained. 

The schools in Brooklyn are all over-utilized and the 
method of attempting some ethnic parity is that all schools, 
including South Shore, will have to share in the plans which_ 
the borough ns a whole is expected to carry.out. --- 

_ Aj 'L r-{l 


'I- ' A >-/ \ ^ 

J.j A- - 2 r- j l ?/ \ j , 

iTsaiaW E.\ Robinson , Jt*!’* 

\ > \\ c\ 11 5 

\Joseph Monserrat 


Mary E. Meade, Chairman 



t * 

» • • 
j •, 

: CPa r iznf:± ^UeucPivli, <z/j±$oclatlon 

OF S >UT;! fUCH S HIGH SCHOOL 

6563 FLATLANOSAVC HUE 
BROOKLYN, HEW YORK M236 

March 24, 1971 



, C7 


1 : 
i 


Dr. Harvey 3. Scribner, Chancellor 
Board of Education 
110 Livingston Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Dear Sir: 

Tho> Parents Teachers Association of South Shore High School 
wishes to go on record as vigorously rejecting the zoning 
directive for South Shore High School as presented by the 
Central Zoning Board on March 19, 1971. 

Authorizing a minimi student bodjr of 3400 scudents for the 
September, 1971 tern, exclusive of the twelfth grade, p.lus 
granting 275 seats_ oo en for o p tion, for a school planned to 
fully house 4QOO~stadents, is"educationally unsound and 
Indefensible. Such planning will make South Shore High 
the most Over utilized school in the City. It is unconscionable 
to add over utilization to the many pressing problems that 
X^face a new school. 

The Zoning Board is welcome to personally appear before-the 
South Shore High School community to answer charge? of bowing 
to political pressure. .Ye are prepared to tnlist the support or 
our elected public officials for not only is the future of South 
Shore High School at stake, but the very survival of Brooklyn, 
as a stable community, is threatened. 

Unfortunately, it is the children who suffer and become emotionally 
scarred from such dissension and conflict. 

We respectfully urge you to direct a reevaluation of the utilization 
percentage, taking into consideration that South Shore High choo.i 
?s no? fSuy housed, to have South Shore High School removed from 
the cluster, and to mandate ethnic parity for South Shore High 
School with its two ne ighbori ng high schools before South Shore 
High School and the community are destroyed. , 


ecs Board of Education 

cc: Elected Public Officials 

« -J a... VP9 


Very truly -yours ,-7 

Mrs. Clarice McBarnette 
President 






58a 



Answering Affidavit of Mortimer Todel in 
Opposition to Motion 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
Eastern District of New York 


[Same Title] 

State of New York ) 

County of New York ) ss.: 

Mortimer Todel, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

This affidavit together with the affidavit of Seymour 
Harr, hereto annexed, is submitted in opposition to the 
defendants’ motion for summary judgment. These affida¬ 
vits are submitted on behalf of the plaintiffs because of the 
number of plaintiffs and specialized knowledge required. 

The defendants in their moving papers misconstrue 
plaintiffs’ cause of action. It is not the purpose of the 
action that Lane should be “zoned as a Queens school,” nor 
is it the purpose of the action “to achieve a racial balance 
comparable to those Queens schools which have a racial 
composition more to their liking,” as stated in defendant 
Anker’s affidavit in paragraphs 18 and 21, respectively. 

The purpose of the plaintiffs’ action is to cure condi¬ 
tions referred to in defendants’ Exhibit V at page 4, namely, 
when a school becomes ‘predominantly Negro’ * * * “edu¬ 
cators and the courts have recognized, is when the education 
offered in that school becomes clearly unequal.” Following 
on page 5 of defendants’ Exhibit V, it is stated “Equal 
opportunity is not provided, the Regents have concluded, 
‘in schools enrolling students largely of homogeneous ethnic 
origin.’ The motivation and ability of members of racial 
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Answering Affidavit of Mortimer Todel 

minorities to learn in such schools is impaired whether 
the homogeneity results ‘by law or fact.’ ” 

By custom, usage and regulation defendants have de¬ 
faulted in their aflinnative duty to eliminate racially segre¬ 
gated education at Lane, where for years as appears in Mr. 
Harr’s affidavit the defendants were fully aware of what 
w&s happening at Lane. By the defendants’ inaction, action 
and vacillation they assisted in creating the conditions that 
now exist in Lane and in other parts of the City. They have 
defaulted in their obligation to provide equal education and 
have thrown up their hands in a most difficult problem. 
Upon information and belief, Irving Anker has stated when 
a school has become overwhelmingly Black or Puerto Rican, 
it is just another lost school. 

By custom, usage and regulation the defendants have, 
by maintaining a table of organization of county lines in a 
school system which is one, thereby insured de jure segrega¬ 
tion at Lane. It is interesting to note how the defendants 
failed to make any mention of contiguous Grover Cleveland 
High School whose “Other” students have been steadily 
increasing and Black and Puerto Rican students steadily 
decreasing—see defendants’ Exhibit IX. A situation cre¬ 
ated by political and community pressure. 

On May 21, 1971 a hearing was held by the United States 
House of Representatives’ General Subcommittee on Edu¬ 
cation in New York City. The defendant Harvey Scribner 
testified and stated as follows: 

“* # * because this nation is composed of a patch- 
work of black housing areas and white housing areas, 
and because this pattern is not likely to change over¬ 
night, school integration plans will frequently have 
to transcend school district boundaries. The multi- 
district approach to school integration is a valid ap¬ 
proach. It deserves greater official encouragement 
and legislative support at the highest level of govern¬ 
ment.” (Emphasis added) 
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Answering Affidavit of Mortimer Todel 

In view of the above statement how can the defendants 
insist or. continuing the customs of the past in maintaining 
Brooklyn high schools and Queens high schools. At this 
hearing others testified more specifically in terms of reach¬ 
ing out into Westchester and Nassau Counties. 

A reading of paragraph 24 makes obvious how hide¬ 
bound the defendants are. If Brooklyn schools are more 
severely overcrowded than Queens, why not have a re¬ 
thinking of the old custom of separate Brooklyn and Queens 
division of high schools which would then minimize over¬ 
crowding and meet head on the problem of integration. 

The defendant Anker reviews in his affidavit what has 
been done for Lane in paragraph 18, namely, lessening the 
utilization while contributing to the maintenance of an 
ethnic balance at Lane. This statement does not square 
with defendants’ Exhibit I. Furthermore, it is the de¬ 
fendants’ affirmative duty to integrate and not maintain 
the status quo of segregation. 

The defendants completely misunderstand the position 
of the plaintiffs. The problem is one of achieving integra¬ 
tion. The reference by plaintiffs to contiguous zones to 
Lane was to show the fact that neighboring districts have 
a comparatively high Other school population. This does 
not foreclose the defendants from going outside these 
contiguous districts. In defendants’ Exhibit V it is pointed 
out on page 4 “In the case of high schools in Queens, travel 
to school by bus or common carrier is already a way of life 
for many students.” As appears in the annexed affidavit 
of Seymour Harr, a large percentage of Lane students use 
two means of transportation. 

The defendants mention that the enclave technique is 
being discontinued. The defendants do not state the num¬ 
ber of Brooklyn students who go to Queens high schools. 
This is within the knowledge of the defendants, and in fact, 
upon information and belief, was very small. With the 
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Answering Affidavit of Mortimer Todel 

option plan now proposed, no Queens schools are men¬ 
tioned. If any Brooklyn students do go in September 1971, 
the number will be infinitesimal, and is only within the 
knowledge of the defendants. Mr. Harr’s annexed affidavit 
reveals the ineffectiveness of any option plan. 

The affidavit of defendant Zack is in most part irrele¬ 
vant and in its irrelevancy is inaccurate as appears from 
defendants’ Exhibit 1 as to Lane school population. A 
response to other parts of affidavit is not required. How¬ 
ever, with reference to paragraph 8 the record in this mat¬ 
ter speaks for itself. Annexed hereto as plaintiffs’ Exhibit 
1 is a copy of the suggested draft for changes in Brooklyn 
High School Zoning Patterns for 1971-72 issued in Feb¬ 
ruary 1971. Specific attention is directed to paragraph 3 
of Recommendations which refers to Tilden. In March 
1971 a final proposal was issued in which Tilden was re¬ 
moved. Annexed hereto as plaintiffs’ Exhibit 2 is a copy 
of Stanley Steingut’s Reports to the People in which a 
letter appears thanking him for the help in having Tilden 
removed from the cluster of receiving schools. 

Pressure, whether of a political or community nature, 
has been brought in other situations as referred to in Mr. 
Harr’s affidavit, as well as in Grover Cleveland High School 
zoning referred to above. In addition, in 1969 when sub¬ 
stantia 1 zoning changes were suggested and finally with¬ 
drawn, the New York Times in an editorial criticized the 
use of political pressure. 

The figures cited by the defendants as to school ethnic 
population are not disputed. However, the vacillation, 
inaction and meaningless action of defendants exhibit a 
default in their affirmative duty to integrate, and by their 
behavior has contributed to the loss of students in the 
public school system, and specifically created de jure segre¬ 
gation of Lane. 
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Dr. Robert Dentler of the Center of Urban Education 
summed it up on May 21, 1971 before hearings of the House 
Committee where his testimony was read by an associate: 

“What happens when a school system is obligated 
to desegregate its schoolsT Newspapers and TV 
have given the impression of widespread disruption. 
Actually, in the typical case, this impression is wide 
of the mark. By and large, whether in the South or 
the North, when school officials knew they had to 
desegregate, they did. When school officials took 
action, parents accepted the decision. School offi¬ 
cials who adopted carefully thought out desegrega¬ 
tion plans, were returned to office by the voters. 
School officials who vacillated have not fared so well. 

“The fact of the matter is that for school board 
members, for school officials, and for teachers, the 
process of creating a desegregation plan that will 
work requires a fresh look at what the school is 
about. And this process has a revitalizing effect on 
the school and the community. In city after city 
around this nation, school officials may groan and 
complain when obligated to act, but when you talk 
to them about the actual process of their work, they 
act like men freed from bondage. No longer tied to 
the defense of the indefensible' past, they are grop- 
pling with difficult but important problems. The 
educational, social, and political benefits can be 
durable, leading to renewed self-confidence among 
the school staff and promoting parental confidence 
in the schools.” 

A genuine issue as to fact and law exists. Where*-re, 
defendants’ motion should be denied. 

Mortimer Todel 


(Sworn to August 5, 1971.) 
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Answering Affidavit of Seymour Harr in 
Opposition to Motion 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
Eastern District of New York 


[Same Title] 


State of New York ) 

County of New York ) ss.: 

Seymour Harr, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

I am a teacher at Franklin K. Lane High School having 
been assigned to said school since 1958. At the present 
time I am coordinator of grade advisors at Lane and as one 
of my responsibilities I review all applications of students 
for admission to Lane High School. I have taught in the 
College Bound program at Lane and also prepared a work- 
study program for Lane which has been approved by the 
Board of Education and is awaiting funding. 

I am making this affidavit for the purpose of aiding the 
Court to come to a determination as to the merits of this 
proceeding. I felt that in good conscience I had to make 
this affidavit as I have seen during the tenure of my service 
how minority group isolation in the school system has 
resulted in the detriment to the emotional health and educa¬ 
tion of students at Lane. It is my hope that in preparing 
this affidavit, my standing with the Board of Education will 
not be impaired. 

Minority group isolation means a condition in which 
minority group children constitute more than 50% of the 
average daily enrollment of the school. This is in accord 
with the long standing interpretation of the New York 
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State Board of Regents. The fact is that Lane is at a more 
extreme level of segregation. 

The attorney, Mr. Todel, has shown me the complaint 
in this proceed lg, the affidavit annexed to the order to 
show cause and also the notice of motion and affidavits of 
the defendants. Tt is my belief that the following state¬ 
ments by me may be of aid to the Court. 

1. I have personal knowledge of the fact that for over 
seven years tin 1 principals t.f Lane, the teachers and parents 
of children have on many many occasions requested affirma¬ 
tive action on the part of the defendants to prevent Lane 
from becoming a segregated school. 

2. I have personal knowledge that during the period I 
have been at Lane, it drew its students from other parts of 
Queens other than the small section of Woodhaven which is 
now part of Lane. 

3. T have personal knowledge that prior to 1964 the 
Assistant Superintendent in charge of Lane was the Queens 
Assistant Superintendent. 

4. T have personal knowledge that for sports purposes 
Lane is grouped only with Queens high schools. 

5. My reference to Queens in 2, 3 and 4 is not for the 
purpose of making Lane a Queens school, but merely to 
show the means by which the defendants have used a county 
line as a technique of not taking affirmative action to pre¬ 
vent a segregated school. 

6. I have personal knowledge that transportation diffi¬ 
culties and geography is not any valid objection towards in¬ 
tegration of Queens schools so as to alleviate segregation at 
Lane. There are three types of school passes issued by the 
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Board of Education, namely, (a) bus, (b) train and (c) bus- 
train passes. A very high percentage of the third type of 
pass (bus-train) is issued to Lane students which means 
that students use two means of transportation to arrive at 
Lane. 

7. The Court should be aware of the meaning of utiliza¬ 
tion as referred to by the defendants. The fact that a school 
is claimed to be overutilized means that a school is being 
used for more than one normal session. The Board has 
rationalized the over-utilization in many of the high schools 
due to school population. However, upon information and 
belief, it also permits the Board the option of not zoning 
Black and Puerto Ricans to said school. 

8. The enclave technique that the defendants used for 
the purpose of integration was not successful and discarded. 
The open admission or option program has not worked in 
the past and from past experience will not work. I have 
personal knowledge of the optional program and personally 
know that a very large percentage of the students who opt 
for a school other than Lane are transferred to Lane prior 
to ever attending classes in the other school. Others in the 
option program are transferred to Lane during the first 
ten class days of the term. 

9. I have knowledge that Forest Park Cooperative, hav¬ 
ing a white population, was part of the Lane District but 
was rezoned to a Queens high school. In addition, a devel¬ 
opment near Forest Park, namely, Crescent, was advertised 
with the assurance that children from Crescent would go to 
the desirable Forest Hills high school. In 1969 the Board 
proposed that a section of Queens encompassing portions 
known as Lindenwood Houses be rezoned to Lane in an 
attempt to prevent further segregation. Pressure was so 
great on the Board that the plan was abandoned. 


Answering Affidavit of Seymour Harr 

10. The only way to realistically face a very difficult 
situation so that the law of the land can he observed is to 
develop an integrated school system by doing away with the 
arbitrary line between Brooklyn and Queens, when in re¬ 
ality New York City has one public high school system. 

Seymour Harr 


(Sworn to August 4, 1971.) 


Exhibit 1 Annexed to Answering A. iavit of 
Seymour Harr 


(See Opposite 


I 1 A.': !'• (11 1.11.0 ' i v_l 'i 

1. To tiy to .oi.smo i nt <-gj uti on .i*s widely a:> possible. 

2. To prcvont Uio cmcrucncc of a segregated netting in o»r currently 
integrated school.’*. 

3. To accept More students in the vocational schools if that he their 
preference. 

4. To improve opportunities for more youngsters to attend Brooklyn 
Technical High School. 

gf:nfrai. considurations 

1. We will increase the pupil population of our vocational high schools 
by 600-750. 

2. The utilization of Brooklyn Technical High School will be improved. 

3. The possible utilization of the present Sarah J. Hale annex, capacity 
250 pupi 1c - (The annex to be converted to the annex of an academic 
school.) 

/ SPECIFIC RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. All students in the John Jay zone (both public and non-public), may 
attend John Jay High Sc. ool. However, they may choose any of the 
following complement of schools if they so prefer: 

Abraham Lincoln High School 
Erasmus Hall High School 
Fort Hamilton High School 
Franklin D. Roosevelt High School 
Lafayette High School 
New Utrecht High School 

Each applicant will state a preference numbering from 1 to 6 of the 
above-named clustered schools. However, the determination of assign¬ 
ment to a specific school in the cluster will be made according to 
availability of seats and ge ographic location. 

2. “The students of Junior high School 320-k are to be assigned to Erasmus 
but may option for Lincoln, Sheepshead Bay, Madison and Midwood. Each 
applicant will state a preference numbering from 1 to 4. However, the 
determination of assignment will be made accordina to availahilitv of 
seats and geographic location. | 

3. The students in the present South Shore High School skip zone may be 
assigned to their home school which will be Jefferson or may option for 
Canarsie, South Shore, Tildcn, Madison, Midwood, Sheepshead Bay, Erasmus. 
Each applicant will state a preference numbering from 1 to 7. However, 
the determination of assignment will be made according to availability of 
scats and geographic location. . 

4. The students in the present Madis" - * skip zone may be assigned to their 

•' l ; \/b) f • / 
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Exhibit 2 Annexed to Answering Affidavit of 
Seymour Harr 


(See Opposite 






II'.v 


,,, v. i 11 ’ ° 


9m 
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, ;r .,ls ,-in.l g.‘o«jr«.phi v location. 


The student* from .1 uni or tli* School .71 who Uy, in tb* 

r.on*’ may -tted i v.,.hi in K. ..,nc or J/,. J!w ,,,. r . 

K.icii will st.no .. prcf.Mnc Unq to . v..i lain 1 i»-’/ ' 

the determination ot a«si«nncnt nil bo made ..ccor.Um 

scats and yeographic location. 


The students in 

home school which will c t w ;n <-tate a preference number- 

- r ’»£££ ru&ssrii «... - — 

^cord™, to availability .* -at. and Beernphic iocntton. 


Bw . High school will remain with its current zones, ho, hoy in BtooKlyn 
may elect to attend Boys Hiyh School. 


i -in All-airi'* school will be assigned 
school or Bay Kid,. Hi* School, on the 

basis of ease of travel:and school utilization. 


The current open he: issions policy for all hoy. and «irU in the present 
Boys High School zone will remain in force. 


midwood 

SMXl’SHEAD BAY 
LINCOLN 
LAFAYETTE 
NEW UTRECHT 

MADISON (in lieu of skip zone) 


8 . 


r.,5 —srs r.; ,r„. 

will be continued. 


All applications for options arc 
for determination of assignment. 


to be forwarded to the Centra] Zoning Unit 
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Sicnlsij Steiiujut 

Reports to the People 

Action by the Stote Legislature of benefit ond interest to 
residents of the 41st A D. from Assemblyman Stanley Steingut, 
Minority Leader of tho State Assembly 


fr&'Apd* j/r?. 


* *' * *1 ' * ? 


:\tp 



April. 1971 


Stsmpt "Muman Needs" Program Advances 

Youth Recreation Centers Bill Filed 

I am happy to be able to report to you that I have introduced a bill with broad support in both the Assembly and 
the Senate, to expand the number of youth recreation centers in our community and to provide the necessary 
operating funds to carry out needed youth recreation programs. 

In so doiij*g, I am carrying out the third stage of an ambitious program designed to aid and serve our children, our 
senior citizens and now cur youth. This program was launched in 1969 when I became Minority Leader of the 
Assembly and was successful in obtaining passage of legislation establishing a system of Day Care Centers to. open up 
employment opportunities for thousands of mothers otherwise condemned to remaining on the welfare rolls 
receiving public assistance under the Aid to Dependent Children program. 

With more Day Care C enters availab le to care fgf_theirchildren during working hours, mothers receiv in g welfare. 
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April, 1971 



o duces Bill 


ring Auto Premiums; 
its-Fixing To The State' 


/~i^ 


e I made two years ago during the debate in the Legislature over taking away the State Insurance 
,er automobile insurance rates, I have introduced a bill to repeal the 1969 action, 
sponsoring with other Democratic legislators will re instate the right of the State Superintendent 
id approve auto insurance rates. 

e thjioower was taken away from the Insurance Department that if the insurance industry, 
rket,\afted to act responsibly during a trial period, I would 
repea^of the privilege. 

t is hujjTpening to auto insurance rates. Insurance companies 
utant igtes and automobile owners are being made victims of 
itrary "Cancellations of insurance. The average motorist has 
rce.nt rate hike. Others, who may or may not deserve such 

<o 

tselves in assigned risk pools and paying 20 to 25 percent 


ndustry, which insisted competition would lower rates, has 
e we placed in it. Rates have skyrocketed, 
e state must be protected against such practices. I intend to 
of the legislation to restore to the State Insurance 
uthority to pass on automobile insurance rates. 


Proaran 


had gratifying support and assistance from so many 
/iduals m our district 

he successful Senior Citizens' Centers Law, my Youth 
t bill is a mj|or item in the program of anti crime legislation 
•; Den ocruts in the Legislature. 

need a place to go after school They need to be creatively 
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To Aleef Critical Shortage 

Housing Bill Introduced 

The critical shortage of decent housing for moderate and middle-income families is at 
that afflict our city. 

Under present market conditions, private enterprise simply cannot produce housing to^ 
Accordingly, I am sponsoring a bill at this session of the Legislature designed toer.ei. 
finance greatly expanded Mitchell Lama housing construction loans and housing rehabilitate! 

The bill would create a New York City Housing Development Corporation modeled on?4 
Agency, which has had great success in producing limited profit housing The new corpora¬ 
te make loans to limited profit housing companies and t ^ 
owners of multiple dwellings. 

Although the City of New York has undertaken) 
program for moderate and middle-income families . 
Development Administration, the results still can not 
housing needs. 

In 10 years, the State Housing Finance Agency, 1 
exempt bonds, has loaned over one billion dollars ini 
anticipated that private funds would be attracted toac' 
program, providing a cbntinual flow of mortgage mones 
York City Housing Development Corporation provides 
$700 Million. 

The need for adequate housing is desperate. I am rri 
this legislation enacted into law to help meet the need. 


SAMUEL J. TILDEN HIGH SCHOOL 

TILDES AVENUE AND EAST J7t« STREET • BROOKLYN. NEW YORK 11)0) 
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Answer of Defendants in Support of Motion 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
Eastern District of New York 

[Same Title] 

Defendants, by their attorney Norman Rf.dlich, Cor¬ 
poration Counsel, answering the complaint herein, respect¬ 
fully allege as follows: 

1. Admit the allegations contained in paragraph “1” 
thereof, except deny that there has been deprivation of any 
rights, privileges or immunities secured to the plaintiffs by 
the Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

2. Admit the truth of the allegations contained in para¬ 
graph “2” thereof at the time the complaint was tiled. 

3. Deny the allegations contained in paragraph “3(a) ” 
thereof and respectfully refer the Court to Article 52-A of 
the New York State Education Law wherein is set forth 
the powers and duties of the Board of Education of the 
City of New York. 

4. Deny the allegations contained in paragraph “2(b) ” 
thereof except admit that at the time of the tiling of 
the coni) laint. defendant Bergtraum was President of the 
Board of Education of the City of New York and further 
admit that defendant Bergtraum remains a member of the 
Board of Education of the City of New York. 

5. Deny the allegations contained in paragraph “3(c)” 
thereof except that defendant Scribner is Chancellor of the 
City School District of the City of New York and respect¬ 
fully refers the Court to Article 52-a of the New York State 
Education Law wherein is set forth the powers and duties 
of defendant Scribner. 
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Answer of Defendants in Support of Motion 

6. Deny the allegations contained in paragraph “3(d) ” 
thereof except admit that defendant Anker is Deputy Chan¬ 
cellor of the City School District of the City of New York. 

7. Deny the allegations contained in paragraphs “4”, 
“6”, “7”, “8”, “9” and “10“ thereof. 

Further Answering the Complaint and 
for a First Separate and Complete Defense 
the Defendants Allege: 

8. Complaint fails to state a cause of action. 

And for a Second Separate and Complete Defense, 
Defendants Allege: 

9. The zones for the high schools in the boroughs of 
Brooklyn and Queens are designed to insure maximum con¬ 
sistence with integration and educational opportunities for 
all the students in those high schools. 

10. In providing for the zone of Franklin K. Lane 
High School, defendants have in no way violated any of 
plaintiffs’ constitutional rights. 

Wherefore, defendants pray that this Court enter judg¬ 
ment in their favor dismissing the complaint, with costs. 

Dated: September 22, 1972 

Respectfully submitted, 

Norman Redlich 
Corporation Counsel 
Attorney for Defendants 
Municipal Building 
New York, NY 10007 
566-2506 
4619 

By /s/ Charles D. Maurer 

Charles D. Maurer 
Assistant Corporation Counsel 


Memorandum 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
Eastern District of New York 

71 C 502 


Charles De Felice, et al., 
against 


Plaintiffs, 


The Board of Education of the City of New York, et al., 

Defendants. 


Appearances: 

Mortimer Todel, Esq., for plaintiffs 

Charles D. Maurer, Esq. (J. Lee Rankin, Esq., Cor¬ 
poration Counsel of the City of New York, and 
Elliott II. Halpin, Esq., Assistant Corporation 
Counsel, of Counsel) for defendants 

Dooljng, D. J. 

Plaintiffs are students enrolled in Franklin K. Lane 
High School, and they sue on behalf of all others similarly 
situated for an adjudication that their school has been so 
zoned as to make and keep it a segregated school in spite of 
its location. They moved to enjoin further enforcement 
of the school’s zoning on the ground that it is de jure seg- 
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regation and to compel rezoning. The Board moved for 
summary judgment on a record elucidating the racial, eth¬ 
nic and educational problems the Board must solve, the 
resources it has and their utilization, and the steps taken to 
ameliorate the educational consequences of de facto housing 
segregation and to deal with the constellation of more or 
less attendant problems. 

It is concluded that both motions must be denied and a 
hearing is now set for May 5, 1972, at 2:00 P.M. in Court 
Room 8 to determine next steps in the light of the present 
memorandum. 

Franklin K. Lane, an academic coeducational high school 
is located on the boundary between Brooklyn and Queens 
but is administered as a Brooklyn High School. The at¬ 
tendance zone of the school now and for some time past has 
stretched far west of the school building and southward to 
the Shore Parkway. Just north of the school are, stretching 
eastward, Forest Park, and, stretching westward, a belt of 
cemeteries and Highland Park. The zone has not been 
much changed since 1965. The school population ethnic 
distribution of the school has been the following: 


Year 

Capacity 

Enroll¬ 

ment 

Negro 

Puerto 

Rican 

Other 

1961 

— 

3905 

923 

160 

2852 

1965 

4315 

4411 

1757 

561 

2093 

1966 

4315 

4764 

2134 

492 

2138 

1967 

4315 

5136 

2411 

659 

2066 

1968 

4315 

5374 

2691 

767 

1916 

1969 

4315 

4875 

2606 

682 

1587 

1970 

4315 

4924 

2767 

819 

1338 

1971* 

4358 

5121 

— 

— 

1078 

1972* 

— 

5278 

3136 

963 

1179 


* Projected. 
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The changes in population composition given in per¬ 
centage have been the following: 


Year 

Negro 

1961 

23.5 

1962 

— 

1963 

— 

1964 

— 

1965 

39.8 

1966 

44.8 

1967 

47.0 

1968 

50.1 

196)9 

53.5 

1970 

56.0 

1971* 

57.2 

1972* 

59.4 


Puerto Rican Other 

4.1 72.4 

— 67.1 

— 61.2 

— 52.0 

12.7 47.5 

10.3 44.9 

12.8 40.2 

14.3 35.6 

14.0 32.5 

19.0 25. 

18.3 24.5 

18.3 22.3 


It will be seen that since 1965 at least Lane has been utilized 
in excess of rated capacity, the percentages of utilization 
ranging from 102.2% in 1965 to 124.5% in 1968 and to a 
projected 119% for 1972. 

Lane’s experience exists in a matrix of city-wide, bor¬ 
ough-wide, and Queens-Brooklyn changes. All three show 
a decline in the number and percentage of “others” at¬ 
tending academic high schools, and a radical increase in 
the number and percentage of Negroes and Puerto Ricans 
in attendance: 


City wide 
Brooklyn 
Queens 


1961 


Total Negro 

198,256 22,270 
75,556 7,451 

53,618 3,639 


P.R. Other 

10,914 165,072 
2,709 65,396 

408 49,571 


Percents 
N PR O 

11.2 5.5 83.3 
9.9 3.6 86.5 

6.8 0.8 92.4 


* Projected. 
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1970 

Percents 

Total Negro P.R. Other N PR 0 

City wide 246,117 72,563 37,167 136,387 29.515.1 55.4 

Brooklyn 88,403 28,335 11,462 48,606 32.013.0 55.0 

Queens 65,649 15,421 2,222 48,006 23.5 3.4 73.1 

Residential patterns lie very close to the heart of the 
problems, and, since the academic high school attendance 
is on a zoned basis—with certain exceptions—the residen¬ 
tial pattern would, self-evidently, determine the ethnic 
composition of each school’s population if the schools were 
zoned in rigorous obedience to a convenience of access 
standard. Normally, but not inevitably, that would con¬ 
note centricity of location for each school. 

The Board, however, has sought to secure the advan¬ 
tage of integrated education in the face of an ever more 
intractible housing pattern by ingenious rezoning, “skip” 
zoning, in which a school zone is made up of two or more 
noncontiguous zones, and an “open admissions” program 
in which students are given an opportunity to elect to 
attend named schools usually at a considerable distance 
from their homes but in which students of their own eth¬ 
nicity are not in a majority. The “open admissions” 
program in Brooklyn is not a large-scale expedient. As of 
July 8, 1970, the program visualized 1,892 places as open, 
and Lane was apparently not a zone from which a student 
could apply. The projection for open admissions in 1972 
is in the order of 1,700 students. The plan is hamstrung 
by the sharp limits on the capacity of the receiving schools 
and by the length of the travel distances. 

What emerges, then, and in this State, given the views 
of the Commissioner of Education, the Regents, and the 
Board itself, is inevitable, is a recognition of and orienta¬ 
tion toward achieving the educational advantages of inte¬ 
gration by striving to offset the consequence of the residen- 
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tial pattern without imposing disadvantages and hardships 
that could not be found to be justified in the sought-for 
educational advantages. 

The consequence, with equal inevitability, however, is 
that the Board’s school zoning is specifically advertent to 
the existence of racial and ethnic imbalances and to the 
dilution or deprivation of educational opportunity implicit 
in it, and in its zoning the Board deals insistently and di¬ 
rectly with the ethnic composition of the schools; where 
segregation in an objectively invidious sense is the result, 
it is (le jure segregation and is not an uncured consequence 
of housing patterns helplessly submitted to as beyond the 
reacli of feasible compensatory planning. Cf. Taylor v. 
Board of Education, 2d Cir. 1961, 294 F.2d 36; United 
States v. School District, 7th Cir. 1969, 40o F.2d 1125, 1130- 
1131: Keyes v. School District No. 1, Denver Colorado, 10th 
Cir. 1971, 445 F.2d 990, 999. Note Alexander v. Louisiana, 
U.S. Sup. Ct. 1972, 40 L.W. 4365, 4367. 

Here the Lane zone has no school-house centricity. A 
“neighborhood zone,” in the sense of a zone which extended 
outward from the school-house along routes of convenient 
access in geographical coherence around the school is not 
present. Lines drawn in that way to enclose a school 
district would radically change the ethnic distribution of 
the Lane school population. That is evident from the data 
on the populations of Grover Cleveland, Forest Hills, Rich¬ 
mond Hill and Jamaica High Schools, all of which are over 
60% “other,” and from the 1970 census tract data on “Gen¬ 
eral Characteristics of the Population” and “Occupancy, 
Utilization, and Financial Characteristics of Housing 
Units.” Priitia facie, an objectively segregated school zone 
thus appears to have been established and adhered to in 
a series of zonings that has tended advertently to reinforce 
rather than to mitigate the educational disadvantage of an 
imbalanced school. Cf. Chance v. Bd. of Examiners, 2d Cir. 
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1972, slip opinion 2547, 2564 (and cases cited therein). Cer¬ 
tainly an imbalanced school is not invidiously segregated 
per se if its imbalance is a result of housing patterns only 
(cf. Swann v. Board of Education, 1971, 402 U.S. 1, 25-26), 
but that appears to be not the present case. Here, an 
artificial and irrelevant factor appears to have intruded, 
the boundary between the boroughs, and to have exerted an 
unjustified influence on zone planning. 

At the same time, immersion in the wealth of data that 
the Board has furnished demonstrates that the Lane zone 
is a part of the proverbial seamless web and that alteration 
of the zone can worsen rather than ameliorate the imbal¬ 
ances that appear to be present. While the data are given 
in terms of “Negro,” “Puerto Rican” and “Other,” it is 
far from self-evident that the classification is apt even for 
a “segregation” analysis. The data ignore income class 
patterns that may be as significant educationally as color 
and island origin. Quite possibly income class, expressed 
in neighborhood patterns, is the educational determinant, 
not color or island origin; the educational disadvantages 
of the segregated school may well be primarily that its char¬ 
acteristics are determined by the subculture of poverty and 
deprivation in which it is overwhelmed, and which defeats 
the motivation toward skill acquisition and denies the 
students the expectation of achievement that is a factor 
in begetting it. The language difficulty may present a still 
different complexity that makes the three-class approach of 
“Negro, Puerto Rican and Other even more an unsafe guide 
to any conclusion. Indeed, it may well be that what is con¬ 
cealed by the three way classification is that the disadvan¬ 
taged schools are those in the old, shattered neighborhoods 
that have been, as it were, abandoned to the poor, among 
whom the Negroes and Puerto Ricans are in these decades 
most numerous, and the advantaged schools those in the 
nev ar or stabilized neighborhoods. But it is disturbing 
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that on the 1972 projections 33,349 of the 40,703 “others” 
to be enrolled in zoned schools will be in schools having 
G0% or higher of “other” population, and that of the 
28,935 Negroes to be in zoned academic high schools, 0,408 
are to be in schools having 59% or more Negroes in the 
school population, as well as some number of Puerto Ricans 
from disadvantaged neighborhoods. 

The case does not then permit of summary judgment in 
defendants’ favor nor do the data justify condemning what 
has been done without further inquiry. 

Accordingly it is 

Ordered that plaintiff’s motion for a p: injunc¬ 

tion and defendants’ motion for summa» dgment are 
denied. 

Brooklyn, New York 
April 10, 1972 

John F. Pooling 
U.S.D.J. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


DE FELICE, 

- against- 

BOARD OF EDUCATION, 
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Defendant 


--x 


United States Courthouse 
Brooklyn, New York 


Mav S, 1972 


Before: 


HON. JOHN F. DOOLIMO , , U.S.D.J. 


ANTHONY MANCDSO 

Actinn Official Court Reporter 
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MORTIMrrs TONET., ESO. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
150 East 5Rf.h street 
fJevr York, New York 


■T. LEE RANKTU 

Corooration Counsel 
Attorney for Defendant. 
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THE CLERK: DeFelice versus the Board 
of Education. 

Both sides ready. 

MR. TODEL: Yes, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Is there anything you gentle 
men want to say first? 

(No response.) 

Well, I take it that what we are here 
for is in pure answer of the earlier memo¬ 
randum to decide our next steps in this case 
and you see I did not grant, a motion for injunc 
tion or a motion for summary judgment since 
I thought that there might be further illumina¬ 
tion that could be supplied by one or both 
parties and in any event it did not appear to 
rre clear that the City would he prepared — 
the Board would be prepared to agree that it 
had not done everything that it could be 
expected to do in order to achieve what I 
conceive to be acknowledged objectives of 
reducing imbalances to the lowest possible 
level. i 

Ho, if any of you, either side, does 
wish, does have any definite ideas about 








1 

1 
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m *terial that should be presented , why not- 




put them forward now. 



i 

MR. TODEL: If the Court pleases, that 


V 


was my understanding from reading your memo¬ 

i 


(i 

randum and I'm prepared to go ahead with one 

i 

i 


- 

t 

witness, who, I think, will be able to be of 



8 

help to the Court in this situation. 



i) 

He is not an adversary witness. He is 

i 


10 

here to tell what the facts are so it could be 

i 



of help to the Court in this matter. 



12 1 

THE COURT: Who is that witness, someone 

! 

j 

, 

l;{ 

you know, Mr. Maurer? 

1 

I 


1. 

MR. MAURER: Ho. 



15 I 

MR. TODEL: It's the principal of 



10 

Franklin K. Lane High School, Mr. Morton Selub, 



17 I 

and I felt that he would be the person who 


► 

|j 

18 

would be familiar with the school and with 



H) 

the problems and also with the whole question 

1 ! 


20 I 

of the possible rezoning of Franklin K. Lane 



21 || 

High School. 



22 

MR. MAURER: If it please the Court, 



Z\ 

the way I read the opinion, I got the impres¬ 

! 
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sion that our reason for being here was to 

i 

1 

I! 

25 ij 

jj 

II 

hold a more or less informal conference to 

1 

I 

i 
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5 


ascertain where we were with respect to this 

\ 

case and what steps would be taken in the 
future towards a resolution of the case one 
way or another. 

We are not nrepared to put anyone on 
the witness stand for the purpose of giving 
testimony. Nor did vo anticipate that the 
conference would be alonq such lines. 

Rather, we felt, and in view of the 
way this case -- 

TITF COURT: Why don ' t we cut through 
by asking Mr. Todel what he expects to show 
through the witness. 

MR. TODEL: We will show to the Court, 
what the school population is in Franklin K. 
Lane, where the school population comes, how 
the district is geographically located in 
terms of other districts. 

THE COURT: Well, this we all know. 

MR. TODEL: T'lso he will show, which 
is most important, how the education of —stu¬ 
dents are being deprived because of the con¬ 
dition that does e::tst in a segregated school. 

THF COURT: The onlv part of that that 
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seemg to me to bo not alreadv in the record 
or ascertainable bv much more satisfactory 
records; than oral testimonv in the statement 
with respect to educational disadvantage 
arising out of the present situation. 

MR. TODPI.: ’'•Iso, vour Honor, he would 

also testifv how he feels this situation mav 
be remedied. 

THE court: oh, there T tak^ it he can 
talk to vou and vou can put it in vour brief. 

MR. TODEL: Well, vcs, I could do that, 
vour Honor. 

In other words, T would say that he would 
testify for the nurnoso of the Court of having 
a live witness describe how the education of 
the students at Franklin K. lane, because of 
the segregated condition of the school, is 
detrimental to the education of the students. 

THE COURT: I take it thg principal 

tm 

would be able to return at a later date for 
cross-examination in the light of anv follow-up 
that Mr. Maurer might wish to present. 

MR. TODEL: Yes, and he would be 


available for cross-examination today, also 
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THE COURT: Yes, sure. 

MR. MAURER: Your Honor, if I may inter¬ 
ject here. 

THE COURT: Well, we might as well do 
what we can do here and get on with the rest 
of the material as well. 

MR. MAURER: Your Honor, I was assuming 
that we don't know really what our next step 
is going to be; whether it would be an ultimate 
trial or discovery or whether it would be 
working out a settlement or whatever. 

I don't think any of us know. Before 
we know what’s happening — 

THE COURT: I don't see how you would 
be disadvantaged listening to the principal 
and these data if they are solid accountable 
data. 

MR. MAURER: I don't think it's 
necessary for us to go through the formality' 
of taking formal testimony. 

Whv can't we just sit today at a con¬ 
ference table. 

I have several representatives of the 
Board of Education here. I am sure that the 
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Court has some quest ions with respect to how 
we should proceed, and how we should progress. 

I brought, tlese gentlemen dov/n here 
primarily because they might be able to pro¬ 
vide some answers. 

T; was not our Intention, and certainly 
in preparing for today, it was not my inten¬ 
tion to be prenared for the taking of formal 
testimony and cross-examination or even to go 
on record. 

T was hoping that we would be able to 
sit, possibly in chambers, as we have done in 
the past, to thrash out what the issues are 
or what information the Court feels is necessary, 
further information the Court feels is necessary 
to produce so we can come to a resolution of 
thir. matter. 

T certainlv didn't think we would go 
through the formality that we are going 
through now. 

■"fid COUP'”• r w .3 not that explicit. 

MP. TODUT.: If the court pleases, mv 
understanding -- and vour Law Clerk did call 
me yesterday afternoon, and I was surprised 
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because my reading of your memorandum -- it 
stated that there would be a hearing. 

THE COURT: I don't think we are talk¬ 
ing about anything that is w^rth talking about. 

Let's move ahead. I don't care what it 
is that we do. 

How long would this testimony take? 

MR. TODEI.: I don't think it would take 
longer than a half hour. 

THL COURT And if von want to delay 
your cross-examination to another time or 
think it is not worth cross-examining — let's 
get on with the other matter. 

MR. MAURER: Your honor, first of all — 

THL COURT; Ml right, now what? 

MR. MAURER: -- are we in the midst of a 
trial in the merits of this case? 

THE COURT: There is no Jury. 

MR. MAURER: Wouldn't this be proper 
in pretrial discovery or examination before 
trial? 

THE COURT: Yes, sure we can go through 
all that. We can do anything we want. 

MU. MAURER: The understanding T had 





with respect — 

THE COURT• I can't understand how you 
are hurt. 

MR. MAURER: Primarily, my concern is 
we take the- testimony, we take testimony 
and it's testimony taken, in effect, in a 
vacuum and we've met, we've taken testimony 
and then I would nave to come back for cross- 
examination . 

hut T don't know where I am or what's 
happening. 

THE COURT: As 1 understand, you will 
i.e hearing what !r. Selub believes to be the educa- 
tionaidisadvantage arising out of the present 
composition of the student population at his 

school. 

How you will be disadvantaged by that 
passes my understanding. 

• 1R. MAURER: I've indicated my 
o Ejection. 

THE COURT: Yes. All right, let's 
proceed. 

MR. TOPLL: Mr. Selub. 
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MORTON SELUB , called 

as a witness herein, having been first 
duly sworn by the Clerk of the Court, was 
examined and testified as follows: 

THE CLERK: Would you state your 
name, sir? 

THE WITNESS: Morton Selub. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. TODFI.: 

Q Mr. Selub, by whom are you employed? 

► 

A The Board of Education of the City of New York. 

0 And how long have you been so employed by 

the Board of Education? 

A Twenty-five years, approximately. 

Q And what is your present position with 

the Board of Education? 

A Principal of Franklin K. Lane High School. 

Q And how long have you been principal of 

Franklin K. Lane High School? 

A I'm completing my fifth year now. 

0 And prior to your being principal of 

Franklin K. Lane High School, what position did you 
hold with the Board of Education? 
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A Chairman of the Fnglish Department at Martin 

Van Buren High School. 

0 How long were you Chairman of that depart¬ 

ment? 

A Six years. 

Q And Mr. Selub, how many students are there 

in Franklin K. Lane High School, say as of September of 
1971? 

A There were approximately forty-six to forty-seven 

hundred, thereabouts — 

0 I see. 

A — forty-eight hundred. 

Q And is Franklin K. Lane High School on a 

single session or is it double session? 

A It's single session with an extra period which we 

call the zero period. It starts before the regular 
session. 

0 And do you know from what sections of 

Brooklyn the children come to /our school? 

A Yes. The bulk of the students in the school come 

from Fast New York md Bedford-Styuvessant. 

O And is the school located in a white area 

or a black neighborhood? 
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The school is located in Cypress Hills on the 
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Sdlub - direct, 
edge of the Woodhaven section and it's primarily white, 
in fact, almost completely white. 

0 And do you know what the racial composition 

of Franklin K. Lane High School was in September? 

THE COURT: That has all been stipu¬ 
lated. 

0 Mr. Selub, do you know how many students 

come to your school, as of the beginning of a year with 
reference to first attending your school, say, inthe 
9th or 10th grade? 

A Yes, approximately 1300 in the last entering 

class. 

0 And does that include 9th grade and 10th 

grade? 

A Yes, primarily they are the 9th grade, about 

a thousand or 1100 in the 9th grade and the — the bulk 
in the 9th grade, the rest of the students in the 10th. 

Q And do you know what the — how these 

students who come to your school, how they achieve in 
terms of competency, according to the standards set by 
the New York State Department of Education? 

A Yes. 

Of the entering class, those who took the 
New York State Minimum Competency Test, over 70 percent 


25 




Selub - direct 


14 


. 

are below minimum competency in reading, and slightly 
more than that are below minimum competency in arith- 
matic. 

0 What does minimum competency mean, 

Mr. Selub? 

A That's the group in terms of performing the test, 

the bottom three sustainers are approximately 33 percent 
of those whc are tested, at the bottom, it's not a 
grade equivalent. 

In other words, these students are not only below 
grade from the point of view of high school entrance, 
which would b- 8.59, they are below, more than two or 
three years below. 

There is no specific trade level given for that, 
it's just that 70 percent or more of our students fall 
into the bottom third of those who are tested. 

0 And what educational facilities does 

Franklin K. Lane have at the present time to give these 
children an education? 

A Well, I'm not sure exactly what you mean by that, 

Mr. Tedel. 

Q All right. 


THE COURT: 
that it? 


Compensating programs; is 
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A Yes, we have some compesating programs for students 

who enter and who are put in the collegebound program, 
which is a Federally funded program. 

Q And how many students are in that program? 

A A hundred in the entering class and we have 200 

others from previous classes. 

Q In other words — 

A 3C0 students who are in the collegebound program. 

0 And what is the collegebound program? 

A It's a specially funded program which is supposed 

to take risk students and give them compensatory educa¬ 
tion with smaller classes, something like — I think the 
standards are something like 20 or under in English and 
Social studies classes, 15 to 18 in some other classes 
and 15 or below in math and science. 

These classes are, in many cases, half or less 
than half of the number found in the normal class. 

They also get a double period in English. They 
are eligible for certain summer emendation , summer 
chool. They go on special trips. They have a guidance 
unselor for a group of 100 and two family assistants 

I 

ho make contact with the home and form a liaison 
etween the schoolmd the family. 

They get a great deal of educational support and 


S 
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guidance support. 


0 From vour knowledge of these students, 

have vou found that these students continue their 
education after Franklin K. Lane High School? 

A These are probably among the most successful 

students. I like to point out, in other schools, the 
collegebound might very well either be at the middle or 
Ibelow the middle of the class in terms of achievement 
but that in Franklin K. Lane the level of achievement is 
such that the collegebound students form the backbone 
of our graduating class, all our school extra curricular 
activity, student government and so on. 


Do you have any other program in the 


school? 


Yes, we have a program called "Toward Upward 


Mobility." 


THE COURT: What is that? 

.Hi, WITNESS: Yes, that's a group of 
about a hundred students who were supposed 
to have gotten work student programs but 
unfortunately the economic situations have 
been such that they have been unable to find 
employment for these youngsters. 
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However, they,: too, have a guidance 
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2 

counselor, one for t hundred students and 



3 

we have been very successful in retaining 



4 

these youngsters in school and maintaining 



5 

their interest in the program because they 



6 

feel very much that somebody is concerned 



7 

about them and aixious to see that their 



8 

problems are understood and helped towards 



9 

solution. 



10 

BY MR. TODEL: 



11 

Q So you have a hundred students in this 



12 

particular program? 



13 

A Right, and we have another program as well other 



14 

small c ograms called "STEPS". 



15 

0 What does that stand for? 



16 

A It escapes meat the moment. It's a job oriented 



17 

program. We have something like 20 or 22 youngsters 



18 

in it with a teacher acting as coordinator and guidance 



19 

counselor for them and also does on-the-job supervision 



20 

because they do have after-school jobs. 

o 


21 

They get an extra period of English and a lot of 



22 

guidance. 



23 

This program, too, is very successful in 



24 

retaining the youngsters that are in it. 


, 

25 

Q In other words, in your school you have 
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approximately 425 students who receive these special, 
special Drograms? 

A Right. 

0 And this includes more teaching, more 

periods ( guidance counselors and so on; is that correct? 
A Yes. 

0 Now, for the balance of the students in 

your school, do you have any special programs? 

A Well, we have some provision from the Board . an 

additional allotment • - a rather small allotment for 
remedial reading which comes to us through the State, 

I believe.. 

It doesn’t amount to a great deal, though. 

0 And approximately 4000 students, then, 

in your school do not have any special training? 

A That is right. That is, they don’t have a 

discrete program as set aside for them. They follow 
the normal program of the school and they have the 
normal educational services. 

And do you know if there is any large 
dropout rate in the children who attend the collegebound 
or the STEP programs? 

A Well, I can’t give you exact figures. But the 

collegebound program holds pretty well. The — by far. 



25 
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tne majority of the youngsters who start in the college- 
bound program finish up. 

THE COURT: Finish high school? 

THE WITNESS: Finish high school, yes, 
and many go on to college. 

9Y MR. TODEL: 

Q Is there a large dropout rate with 

reference to the balance of the school? 

A Yes. 

0 Do you have any idea what the dropout rate 

is? 

A Kell, to get some idea, if you take the figure 

of approximately 1100 in the entering class,and that's 
the 9th year group, and 455 in. JUne, for the candidates 
for graduation that we have this year. 

It isn't exactly 1100 becoming 500, these 500 
started four years ago and I think our entering class 
must have been at least that large, maybe a drop larger. 

Q As an educator ire you in a position to 

give an opinion as to whether or not the approximate 
4000 students who are not in special programs are re¬ 
ceiving the type of education that they should receive? 

A That's a very sticky question, Mr. Todel. 

I would say that we try to do the best we can. 
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but that the students that we get with a reading score 
below minimum competency in such numbers are in the 
9th grade. It's almost impossible for us to provide 
the kind of supportive services that they should get. 

We wouldn't even have the room to provide 
remedial reading classes for every student who should 
have it. 

In addition many of these students who come to 
us are so badly disabled by their previous educational 
experiences that they — they simply don't come with 
any degree of regularity. 

They don't show up at the beginnnign of the term, 
if they do, they show up with great irregularity. 

They cut classes because they already have a 
sense of failure. So there are many things that we 
would need to provide them with the kind of education 
that they should indeed get. 

My own feeling is that most of these students 
could use something like the collegebound program. 
Because they are really, compared with our collegebound 
students, they are very high-risk students. 

They are students who need an enormous amount of 


help. 


It's only the co-llcgebound students who are 


f 


* 
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n 

2 

receiving that help? 

1 

3 

A Primarily, yes. That kind of practice supported 

I 

4 

service. 

1 

5 

Q Mr. Selub, we all recognise — 

1 

6 

THE COURT: May I suggest a question? 


7 

MR. TODEL: Sure. 


8 

THE COURT: What determines — or 


9 

who are chosen to enter the collegebound 


10 

work? 


11 

THE WITNESS: The Federal Government 

3 

12 

sets down the guidelines. 


13 

They are selected by the guidance 


14 

counselors in the fetus schools and we 


15 

select fromanong those. 


16 

The class must obtain something like 


17 

25 percent who are above grade level and 


18 

the rest may be retarded up to two years in 


19 

arithmetic and English. 

o 

20 

THE COURT: But itb definitely 


21 

people who are thought to have promise but 


22 

who are handicapped? 


23 

THEWTNESS: That's right. 


24 

THE COURT: Preparationally handi- 


25 

l 

capped? 




% 


l 
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THE WITNESS: That's right, your 

Honor. 

THE COURT: So the combination of 

the two things is essential to get into 
the colleoebound program? 

THE WITNESS: That's right. 

THE COURT: Problems, plus handi¬ 
capped . 

THE WITNESS: I don't think it's 
problems so much as not being so disad¬ 
vantaged — that is, having had some desire 
they express a desire to go to college. 

There are three-quarters of them, 
maybe, disadvantaged or retarded to some 
extent but the extent tc which they are 
retarded is strictly limited whereas in 
other schools, more favored schools, from 
the point of view of where they are located, 
and their student population, these young¬ 
sters would indeed seem to be severely 
handicapped. 

In Lane they would fit right into 
the mainstream, either at the middle or 
above. They are not, in the terms of 
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Franklin K. Lane, handicapped. 

THE COURT: In terms of the Federal 
Government, as regards for supported children 
who express a not foolish desire to go to 
college but who are below grade but not too 
far below grade in achievement? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

0 Are you limited in the number of students 

who could be in the collegebound program? 

A We are limited in terras of our actual space. 

As a matter of fact, I regretfully had to turn 
down a group of collegebound students two years ago, 
because the collegebound students take up approximately 
— 100 collegebound students take up the education space 
in terms of the program of close to 200 or so normal 
students. 

That's because of the small classes and 
the fact that they carry an extra period. 

Q Now, as an educator, do you feel that 

Frtnklin K. Lane could handle a group of students who 
come in this 70 percent catagory below minimum competency, 
if there was a smaller amount of students than that? 

THE COURT: Do not answer yet. 


Selub-direct 
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MR. MAURER: Objection, it's a 
leading question. I find Mr. Todel on 
occasion has a tendency to lead the wit¬ 
ness, but on the basis of his questions, 

I think the witness is sufficiently compe¬ 
tent to answer the questions without being 
led. 

THE COURT: Let me hear the question 
again, would you. 

(Record read.) 

THE COURT: It's getting so that if he 
doesn’t say yes, you would have a heart attack. 

MR. TODEL: I will rephrase it then. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

Q Mr. Selub, you have testified that the 

students who make up the bulk of the student population 
of Franklin K, Lane are not receiving the type of educa¬ 
tion that you think they should receive; is that 
correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q What type of education should these 

students receive? 

A I don't think — I suggested a few moments ago 

that I thought a collegebound type of program, for our 
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truly disadvantaged student,our severely disadvantaged 
student would be very helpful. 

There have been all kinds of suggestions put 
forth by educators for alternative education. 

Those may or mav not be the answer. My own 
feeling is that we have never given a try to these 
large — to the severely disadvantaged students. Simply 
giving them smaller classes, heavier guidance support, 
more remediation, not necessarily in the most formal 
sense but in the sense of having people to relate to, 
people who could work with them more individually. 

From that point of view, I would say that if we 
had not such a heavy load of incoming disadvantaged 
students, if they were not all the poor, with all the 
attendant problems, we could probably do something for 
them. 

We could — we could handle remediation for a 
smaller percentage of our entire student population • 

w hen the numbers roach the numbers that they do 
at Lane and a few other schools as well 

w nen they reach those numbers, the school organiza¬ 
tion can’t absorb thin. We try to "steal" from some 
of the classes to provide remediation but you can do that 
only with a small number, comparativelv speaking. 
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We have too many of the disadvantaged to be able 
to function properly with them. 

I see from your face that 1 did not answer your 
question as to — 

Q No, it's all right. 

As an educator and having spent 25 years 
in the school system of the City of New York, can you 
make any suggestion which would be of aid to the Court as 
to what could be done? 

A I think that the students at Lane are entitled 

to educational opportunities in a reasonable fashion. 

I think that one of the problems is that Lane 
gets this very heavy bulk of the retarded and disad¬ 
vantaged and we are zoned in such a way as to get them. 

It seems to me that there are schools immediately 
contiguous to ours that could share in this burden with¬ 
out throwing them into the position of being overburdened 
in the way that we are at the present time. 

In that way they, too, would be able to take part 
of the load of remediation of sharing out their guidance 
services. 

There are other ancillary services like family 
assistance and attendance and so on. 

0 Mr. Selub, turning to another point, how 
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do the children get to your school? 

A A good many of them come by way of the Jamaica 

Avenue line3. Many of them by — 

THE COURT: That's the — 

THE WITNESS . That's the elevated line— 
THE COURT: — that runs along Broadway 
or what? 


THE WITNESS: Along Jamaica Avenue, 
Fulton, Broadway. There's a transfer station 
a mile or two down. It goes off in two 
directions. 

Both those lines pass through the 
western part of the Lane zone, the Broadway 
line and the Fulton Street. 

THE COURT: That's a subway line? 

THE WITNESS: It's elevated. Subway, 

too. 

THE COURT: They also ccme by bus. 

Some of them take as many as two and three 
buses. 

THE WITNESS: We get students who 
are in walking distance of the school, too. 
But that number, comparatively speaking, 


is guite small. 


BY MR. TODEL: 
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q Since you have been at Franklin K. Lane 

High School as principal, has any part of the district 

which included Queens or the white population of Queens, 

( 

been taken out of the Lane district? 

A Yes. Back, I think it was in 1969. The then 

acting superintendent of the high schools, Dr. Nat Brown, 
was entertaining a proposal for a zone change which would 
have gone further into Woodhaven and Ozone Park. 

There was a great deal of resistance from 
the communities there. And that zone change never took 
place but in the process of considering that zone in 
some way or other, I don't know, it happened. 

We lost a part of the Forest Park Co-op, which 
j in the northeast corner of our zone on the Queens 
side. It was a comparatively small area. 

Unfortunately, it lopped off a group of students 
who, I think, about 70 or 80, who formed the backbone 
of some of our special offeringst honor classes, 
creative writing, chemistry, physics courses. 

I don't know how it happened but suddenly one da 

they were there and suddenly they were gone. They 
had been agitating to be removed from the zone and then 

they were - 
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Q You mentioned something about these 

courses, that these students attended certain types of 
courses, honor courses; is that correct? 

Since the period of time that you were at 
Lane has there been a cutback in the type of programming 
and types of courses that are given in Lane? 

A Well, I suppose, you know — I don’t know whether 

there is a causal relationship or not, but I think that 
there is certainly a relationship. 

As the school ethnic distribution has become 
more and more segregated — 

MR. MALRER: Objection. 

A -- and our -- 

THE COURT: Has the ethnic background 
changed? 

THE WITNESS: Okay, has the ethnic 
background changed. The number of graduates 
has fallen to some extent and we have found 
that we have lost students who formerly 
took Hebrew, we have eliminated that. 

We find it difficult to sustain the 
fourth year of language in Italian and 
Herman. 

In fact, the number of courses has 
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dropped down to the point where we have 
some consolidations. We teach,let's say, 

5th and 7th in the same room, because 
we are anxious to provide the youngsters 
with what they are asking. 

A number of chemistry and physics 
courses were dropped. 

THE COURT: Was that 4th year 
German and Italian? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

We have no advanced placement. I 
think it's been a long time since we had 
any. 

THE COURT: Advanced -- 

THE WITNESS: Advanced placement 
courses. These are special courses, your 
Honor, which are given to those who want 
to take college level courses at a pre¬ 
college point. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

Q You mentioned before something about some 

certain science courses which have been eliminated. 

A Well, yes, we have lost a microbiology course. 


25 


We simply don't have the takers. We have to provide 
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so many more of the subjects at the 9th and 10th year 
level with a great many failures it encloses of the 
number of 9th and 10th year courses that we give and 
stints us on the more advanced courses. 

We simplydbn't have the kind of cqps of students 
anymore. So in a sense the loss of these subjects 
deprives even those who are left in the school who 
would like to take this. 

It limits their possibilities. 

Q Do you have any commercial courses in your 

school* 

A Yes, we do and we have had a decided drop in 

students taking stenography and bookkeeping. 

THE COURT: When you say stenography, 
is it stenotype or stenographic? 

THE WITNESS: No, sir, it's shorthand. 
Pitman or Gregg. 

I think we give Pitman and the student 
who takes this — 

THE COURT: Aren't they dropping off 

anyway? 

THE WITNESS: No, they are dropping 
off primarily because they find it so diffi¬ 
cult , They have trouble enough in reading 
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and writing and there is another writing 
and reading l 'll involved, another kind, 
in a sense, another alphabet, speaking 
loosely, so that there's been a drop off 
in that. 

We try to promote, wherever possible, 
courses that will meet the student's needs, 
for instance* it's not all a negative pic¬ 
ture . 

I must admit what I'm presenting 
here are the difficulties. We do offer 
courses — for instance, one class of 
each of French stenograph/and Spanisn steno¬ 
graphy . 

Innost cases students who are native 
speakers in those languages. 

BY MF. TODEL: 

0 Did you ever have a course of advanced 

stenography? 

TI T F COT’FT: Of what? 

MP. TODEL: Advanced stenography. 

A Yes, we still have those courses, but the number 

is very decreased. 

0 Now, Mr. Selub, the Board of Education has 
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am option program, which permits students who are 
graduating in an intermediate school or junior high 
school to opt out to other high schools which are not 
in the Lane district even though they live in the Lane 
district. 

Are you familiar with that? 

A Yes, sir. 

0 And what has your experience been at Lane 

with the number of students who may opt out to — given 
three choices, I believe,- is that correct? 

A I think so. I’m not completely sure. 

0 And have you found that these students 

still cone to Lane? 

MR. MAURER: Objection. 

MR. TODEL: Excuse me. I'll rephrase 
the question. 

THE COURT: I think we have to figure 
out whether Lane is in the program at all, 
whether it's in as a donor, if I can call it 
that, as a donor or donee school and to what 
extent. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

0 Mr. Selub, are the high schools located 

in the Lane zone district, are they part and parcel of 
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2 

the option program of the Board of Education? 


3 

A The onlv high school in the Lane zone district 

1 

4 

is Lane. 


5 

0 Junior high school or intermediate schools? 

| 

1 

6 

MR. MAURER: objection. 


7 

THE COURT: We have data on that. 


8 

MR. MAURER: Yes, but I think -- 

i 

9 

M R. TODEL: I don't think we have data. 


10 

for example, vour Honor, from the experience 


11 

at Lane, that a person nav have a choice of 


12 

three schools, and Lane is the third school. 


13 ! 

And the applications come to Lane 

I 

14 

High School with the first two schools crossed 


15 

out and Lane has to take these children. 


16 

In other words, even thouqht they may 

. 

17 

opt out to other schools, they end up in 


18 

Lane and this does not occur at the Lane High 

1 

19 

School but occurs at the j unior high 9choo l area. 


20 

THE COURT: This is not high school? 

j 


21 

MP. TODEL: In other words, when a 

I 

22 

child graduates from junior high school if 

i 

23 

he is in the option program or his area is 


24 

in the option program, then he has a choice 


25 

| 1 

of going to other schools, other than Lane. 

m r 

_— ^_k____ 

✓ 

. 
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THE COURT: Which are named to him— 
MR. TODEL: That’s right. 

THE COURT:—in his option, aren't 

they? 


I mean, each child is a recipient 
of one of those notices. 

MR. MAURER: Your HOnor — 

THE COURT: It tells him exactly 
what school or schools he may opt to go 
to on a first come,first serve basis. 

MR. MAURER: I think that's basically 
it. I think what Mr. Todel is trying to 

f 

elicit from Mr. Selub basically, to the best 
of my recollection, is that there were two 
junior high schools that were in the Lane 
zone, where the graduates from those schools 
were given the option of going to a school 
other than Lane. 

The only point is that there are so 
many seats available and depending on first 
come,first served basis, as your Honor said — 
THE COURT: On the material that I had 
seen, T did not see that Lane was a school 
into which you could opt. 
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MR. MAURER: Your Honor — 

THE COURT: The only question would 
be whether any children living in the Lane 
district zone, whatever you want to call it, 
school zone, were given the right tc opt, to 
attend a high school outside their zone of 
residence. 

Now, were there any people who lived 
in the Franklin K. Lane district who were 
criven the option to attend schools other than 
Lane? 

MR. TODEL: This is what I'm trying 
to — my question is geared to that. There 
were children who were given that right. 

THE COURT: I didn’t see it. 

Do you gentlemen know the answer? 

MR. MAURER: Yes, as I said, there 
were two specific junior high schools. The 
intermediate schools were located in the 
Ocean Hill-Brownsville area. 

THE COURT: Which is within — 

MR. MAURER: The Lane zone. 

THE COURT: — the Lane zone. 


MR. MAURER: One of them is I.S. 271 and 
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the other one was I. 5 . 55. 

THE COURT: Could opt? 

MR. MAURER: Could cpt.. 

THE COURT: Where could they opt to? 

MR. MAURER: To either South Shore 

High School, James Madison High School, 

Midwood High School or Franklin K. Lane. 

THE COURT: They wouldn't be opting 
in the case of Lame? 

MR. MAURER: They may decide that 
they would prefer to go to Lane as opposed 
to one of the other schools. 

THE COURT: And express a prefer¬ 
ence to their own district schools? 

MR. MAURER: Right. 

And this was noted that the assign¬ 
ments would be made on the availability of 
seats and geographic location. 

The point is that there are only so 
many seats available for the free choice 
students and what I gather from what Mr. Todel 
was about to as. h some children’s 

1 

applications were rejected. 

If there were students whose 
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applications were rejected, I would presume 
that it was because the seats had been filled. 

And I think — 

THE COURT: They can't be rejected 
on any other qround except first come, first 
served;? 

It wasn't a selective preference 

business 2 

MR. MAURER - No. 

I think, vour Honor, on the opinion 
on page 15 you recognized — 

THE COURT: Recognized without 

rejoicing it. 

T suppose we could all agree forth- 
with that someone ought to double the appro¬ 
priation for the performance of educational 
tasks in the City of New York. 

THE WITNESS: Your Honor, may I inter¬ 
pose at this point. I'm not sure — 

THE COURT: You better accept Mr. Todel’s 

guidance. 

THE WITNESS: All riqht. 

DY MR. TODET.: 


0 
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Corporation Counsel had mentioned the schools, IS 55 
and IS 271 and they are located in the Ocean Hi 11- 
Brownsvilie district? is that correct? 

A Yes, sir. 

0 Do you know of vour own knowledge, or 

possibly we can get this information if you do not know, 
how many students come from IS 271 and 55 into Lane who 
had opted out into other high schools but ended up in 
Lane? 

MR. MAURER: Objection, too broad a 
question. 

MR. TODEL: When I say opted out, 
they have a first — first choice, second 
choice, third choice or fourth choice. 

When they come to Lane the first 
three choices have been crossed out. This 
is the point I want to bring out. 

A Well, I can't give you that information offhand. 

I do know that we do get applications like that and it' 
very rare that we get applications like that from the 
students and we assume that there must be students at 
271 and 55 who achieve at higher levels. 

We very rarely get an application like that in 
which the student has opted elsewhere and has wound up 
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with us. 

I simply know that this is a statement of fact. 

TTTE COURT: I didn't understand the 
answer at all. 

THE WITNESS: Well, we get students 
who have opted for the other schools, have 
not been accepted there. It's very rare 
indeed that we get an application in which 
the student who opted elsewhere and wound 
up with us was a student with a high level 
of achievement. 

Usually, and this I will admit as a 
matter of hearsay, that guidance people in 
the sending schools direct their more compe¬ 
tent students to opt -- into the schools for 
which they may exorcise an option and dis¬ 
courage those who do not do well. 

MR. MAL'RER: I move to strike that 


answer. 

THE COURT: I'm not sure that we are 
not altogether talking cross-purposes 
because a 3 I understand the situation you 
are not reguired to fill out an application 
to opt out. I don't know what the basis of 


> 
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notification of tbo student in the feeder 
school is, but as t understand it, not 
everv student in IS 271 and at IS 55 is an 
automatic annlicant for permission to attend a 
school outside his district, onlv a certain 
number exercise their guasi right to ask for 
attendance outside their native district. 

The number is small. The number who 
annlv to go to schools outside their own 
district mnv be large, but the number 
accented is inevitably qoinq to bo small, 
n s a percentage of those who express the 
wish when you are in the district of a 

t 

notoriously disadvantaged high school, if 
anv such there be. 

All we are sayina h*re is that 
Mr. Foluh has a kind of suspicion, which 
ho can't quite support with evidence, that 
somehow or other, the ones who are success¬ 
ful in opting out and are net, as it were, 
therefore, coerced to go to Franklin K. 

T.ane or to diocesant high schools are the 
poorest, of those who have opted out. 

Mow that I take it,* Mr. Maurer will 



* 
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judgment made up of a child, two parents, 
maybe an older brother or 90 or sister. 

1 guess we have no data on that out of the 
top of our heads. 

MR. MAURER: I don't think we could 
immediately provide the data comparing 
the Lane zone, for example, with the Boys’ 
Hiqh School or Eastern District or the 
others. I don't think it could be done in 
a matter of 30 seconds or so. 

THE COURT: No, I think that would 
be pretty sticky there. 

Probably you would have only the 
current data on that anyway. Because I 
don't think you save it. 

MR. TODEL: X think we could, for 
example, at Lane, I think at this particular 
time the applications do come in from junior 
schools to the students who come to Lane. 

If Mr. SElub could obtain this with 
the assistance of someone in his school 
and show how many opt out and how manv opt 
out to other schools and end up in Lane, I 
think that could be shown. 
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2 

T forget hut don't we have the 


3 

number in the record now, that out of the 


4 

17 to 1900 citing out, the cases that are 


5 

possibly in Brooklyn,that the number of 


6 

applicants to opt out are a four or five 

• 

7 

fold? 


► 

8 

. MAlJRFR: We don't know exactly. 

| 

9 

hut I would assume tnat it is a substantial 


10 

amount above the number ot seats available. 


11 

THE COURT: 1 t'nouqnt we had that 


12 

number. 


13 

MR. MAURER: If we were to hazzard 


14 

an educated guess on it, it would be about 


15 

2 to 1. 


16 

THE COURT: Only about half of the 


17 ! 

opt outs are satisfied? 


18 

MR.MAURER: Yea. 


19 

THE COURT: This as opposed to the 


20 1 

speculation of 4 or 5 to 1. 


21 1 

UY MR. TODEL: 


22 ! 

0 Is there a middle-income project in tne 


| 

23 

Ocean Hill area, that you know of? 


24 

MR. MAURER: Objection, aqain, 


25 

vour Honor. I object to the form of the 
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question. 

THE COURT: It doesn't ask, it 
doesn't suggest to him what.the answer i3. 

That, T am dying to hear if,that 13 pro¬ 
vided that the part of Ocean Hill you arc 
talkinq about is in the Tranklin i<. Lane 
district. 

THF WITNESS: Yes, I believe it is. 

Tf what Mr. Todel has in mind, what I nave 
in mind and I think it'r Atlantic Housing 
or Atlantic Towers, I think it is. 

BY MR. TOPF.L: 

0 Is that a middle-income -- 

A T believe it is. Middle income. I believe it 

is a middle-income development. 

0 That's in the IS 271 and IS 55 area; is tha 

correct? 

A T don't know whether it's in their zone but it 

falls in the .Ocean Hill part of our zone. 

THE COURT: What is the name of that? 

THE WITNESS: Atlantic Towers, I 
think it is. 

0 06 you know or could you find out whether 

or not anv students who live in this middle-income 
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project qo to Franklin V. Lane? 

A Well, there certainly should he some. T can't 

toll vou riaht offhand. T think it's a -- I've never 
reallv taken a studv on that. Twain thin is ore of the 
thinqs -- the complaint brouqht to me by guidance 
counselors is that we don't see manv of the students 
from there. 

So it's sometimes vorv difficult to -- it'3 
difficult for students who don’t go to our school who 
are in our zone to find out whether they legitimately 
change their address or whether they are living with 
an aunt indeed and we never 3eem to get anything out 
of it. 

THE COURT: The children establish 
voting residency , ns it v»ere. 

THE WITNESS: Thev go to live with 
their grandmother or aunts. 

THE COURT: Thev say they are. 

THF WITNESS: Yes . 

When T investigate they supposedly 
show you a room that is used bv the youngster. 

I think we pretty much have given up investi¬ 
gating that kind of complaint. 

MP. TODEL: Mo further questions at 
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THF COURT: You want to ask anv 
rruestions at this time or would you rather 
defer? 

VS. MAHPET*: T’d rather defer. 

Ti:r COT'^T: All right. 

T'n afraid vou may be asked to come 
back on a later occasion. 

THF WITNESS: Thant you. 

(Witness excused.) 

THE COURT: ’low, it seems to me that 
there are a number of things that are 
troublesome here. T'n sure vou are not. 
simply hapoy with mv sayinq that I think 
whatever is done in this area of drawing 
zone lines, does establish a do jure 
segregation if it is a fallible situation. 

And T don't expect you to rejoice 
over the idea that this school is not one 
of the umbrellas of being a neighborhood 
school because it isn't central to its 
neighborhood inasmuch as the existance of 
the borough bourulries is really irrelevant. 


Remember, we went into the question 
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earlier of whether there Was a difference 

in tax rates and found there was. 

MR. TODFT.: Yes. 

THF COTTRT: T imaqine the c a iif orn i a 
decisions, Texas decisions, have made things 
somewhat irrelevant since they apnarently 
suggest that mavbe the State or the Federal 
Government should finance all the schools 
directly and on a basis determined bv educa¬ 
tional needs and not bv local taxables. 

So what I had visualised hero i3 that 
there is a nrima facie case for -- at this 
moment, for some kind of drawing of, -- 
redrawinn of district lines sublect to rrues- 
tiom which it seems to me we haven't reallv 
cracked open at all and that is whether in 
this city at this time we can continue to 
use the three-wav classification of Megro, 
Puerto Rican and others with any confidence 
that we are using a meaninqful three-way 
snlit. 

Mow, the Puerto Rican classification 
seems to me to be mixing anples and nears 
in here in a certain sense because we do 


n 





40 


49 

know that there is one whole aspect of 
Puerto Rican school population which is 
entirely distinct from anything else that 
we are talkincr about in this case in terms 
of invidious discrimination and that is 
that it can be the signal of a language 
problem. 

In other words, it rather outlines 
a condition of educational task, rather than 
of discriminatory segregation. Eor example, 
if you say that a school-- and I think we 
have some up in the northwest corner, don't 
we? Mavhe it was a junior high school, I 
can't remember now. 

The school is more Puerto Pican than 
anything else. 

MR. TODEL: Bushwick High School. 

MR. MAT'REP: Eastern District. 

THE COURT: Eastern District. 

MR. TODEL: And Bushwick also. 

T1IE COURT: That's way up in the 
Greenpoint area, isn't it? 

v en. How this miaht mean simplv 
that it was from the black or white point 
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of view a white school with a bilingual 
problem but would not involve any question 
of discrimination from the Fourteenth 
Amendment point of view, traditionallv. 

Tt might raise a very real due pro¬ 
cess problem. In the State of New York 
where we have compulsorv education, 
are you giving tduration to children who 
can't speak English if they don't speak 
English. 

But that would be something very 
different from the problem we have been 
discussing, t lkinq about the educational 
disadvantage that flows from the failure 
to integrate the education of black and 
white children together in which each is 
deprived of the opportunity of being educated 
with the other, it being fairly obvious, T 
suppose now, that unless we're educated 
together we're only half educated and T 
suppose that '3 what in part we're talking 
about. 

Now, the other thinq that I think 
we have increasingly revealed in here and 
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2 

this is something which 1 guess — I would 

3 

guess is going to become ever more sharply 

4 

emerging and that is whether the heart of 

5 

the problem here isn't income segregation 

6 

as much as color segregation, that it's the 

7 

very poor who are so disadvantaged educa¬ 

8 

tionally when they get into school, quite 

9 

without reference to their color. 

10 

It's whether they come out of a back¬ 

11 

ground of poverty and ignorance and lack of 

12 

that large segment of all of our educations 

i 

13 

that we got in preschool days at our mother's 

14 

knees without even knowing we were being 

15 1 

educated. 

16 

I'm not sure that you get it at the 

17 

knees of "Mother TV" as well as you did at 

18 

mother's knee, apparently not. 

19 

So that then the third area that I 

20 

thought, felt a great deal of uncertainty 

1 

21 

about is what I referred to, is seen, as a 

22 

web problem here. 

23 

I know that you can't help School A 

24 

in the sense of rounding out its district so 

25 

that it represents some ideal sentry without 
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having changed, automatically, the linos 
of neighboring schools with what consequence. 

Mow, to nut it in one way, an a Bovs' 
High School man myself, all t can see is that 
if you make Prank li*n K. Lano a neighborhood 
school in the real sense of the word so 
that, it serves the neighborhood most accessi¬ 
ble to it in all directions, one thing that 
is going to haopen is that a lot more boys 
are going to he bumped back either into 
Boys' High and they in turn will bo bumping 
people down into the other schools and the 
ot ter t iin<? is do*>’n at the south end of 
Tanklin . T.nne district. 

If alterations were r i on ,, there, you 
would obviously hive to take the children 
somewhere, where those would naturallv fall 
into, vrh.st are those down there, Pouth Shore 
and then over beyond to 7ildon? 

Ml;. MAH REP : ranarsie. 

Till COOPT: ranarsie and 'f’ilden. 

But we could see at once that all 
Lh.< sc would !)e affected and that at the sane 
tin--, of course, von would be creating 
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2 

space in Richmond Hill and the other 


3 

adjacent schools in Queens. With what 


4 

effect on Jamaica and the other ones farther 


5 

east and southeast, we just couldn't visua¬ 


6 

lize. 


7 

• c o that rather than just say, well. 


8 

you can't, we can't, I remember in the day 3 


9 

of the well made play, there always came 


10 

a point toward the end of Act III where 


11 

somebody said, "We can't go on like this." 


12 

That was supposed to mark the climax 


13 ! 

in place and it usually was the climax of 


14 

youi interest, too, because you felt that 


15 

you could go home. 


16 

Now, I think from my point of *iew, 


17 

I thought we ought to see what, if anything. 


18 

we could visualize as what are the heart 


19 

questions here and which direction can we 


20 

move. 

1 


21 

That's one of the reasons why I wa r 


22 

I'm glad we heard Mr. Selub, however 


23 

painful it was to you, Mr. Maurer. Because 


24 

it seemed to me he was saying something a 


25 

little bit like what I had suggested here, 
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2 

and that Is that part of the problem and 


3 

mavbe the irremediable part of it, at least 


4 

in our present economic situation,is simply 


5 

that there are not enough education resources 

) 

6 ! 

there to do a job that he senses from the 


7 

colleqebound program could be done if you 


8 1 

could do for everybody or everybody 


9 

• would fall within collegebound guidelines. 


10 

If you could do for all of them 


11 1 

what you trv to do for the collegebound 


12 i 

group, you would come a great deal nearer 


13 

to achieving the educational objective of 


14 

satisfying the education needs of people 


15 

whom you need to educate and who are under 

' 

16 : 

a duty to stay in school and whose parents 


17 

are under a duty to send then to school and 


1 18 : 

indeed, T think there is even a power to tax 


19 ; 

to the extent necessary to educate in this 


20 

l 

State. 


21 

The law is, in my opinion, granularlv 


22 ! 

that clear. That is whv T thought we ought 


23 

to see if we know of a way of getting an 


24 

insight into those probelms and areas and 


25 

to discuss the possibilities of direction 
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of movement because I do thi ik that there 
must be changes unless someone is able to 
satisfy me and the Appellate Court that 
the best has been done. 

And on that, the data that ve had 
so far indicated that the best was not being 
done. 

Now, I think the Mekclanburg, Charlotte 
Mekclanburg School District, throws both 

* 

light and darkness on the subject, of course, 
as usual, because it presents difficulties 
of interpretation, obviously, but what I 
wanted to get out of today's meeting, in 
part at least, was some sense of how can we 
move toward a resolution that wouldn't be 
just lashing about and what, if any, risks 
are implicit in changes that might come up 
for discussion. 

Now, let me make one thing clear. 

At least in the first instance, T should 
have no voice whatever in how lines are 
drawn. 

Our job is to tell you when lines 
are wrongfully or impermissibly drawn but 


i 


not to draw them for you, because you might 
-- the Board of Education might wish to start 
by rubbing out all the lines and there isn't 
any limit to imaginative solutions. 

There are only limitations on what 
can be done, arising out of the right of 

people not to be discriminated against. 

Now, is there anything which you wish 
to suggest, Mr. Maurer? 

MR, MAURER: Well, at the outset, 

I was hoping that we could, pretty much as 
I stated originally, that we could pretty 
much meet in chambers and I had brought 
representatives of the High school Depart¬ 
ment of the Board of Education, and the 
Central Zoning Unit of the Board of Educa¬ 
tion and that the specific issues which 
vour Honor just expressed now, we could 
have possibly met and analyzed them; more 
questions could have been posed by your 
Honor and steps could be taken to answer 
them. 

It seems that your Honor is indicating 
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that, well, if the Board of Education can 
show or prove to the Court's satisfaction 
that we had done as good a job as possible 
under the circumstances, well, then the 
plan stands. 

THE COURT: Well, 1 do not want to 
suggest to you I think that's very likely. 

MR. .MAURER: I think the second half 
3ort of gives us the impression, well, if 
it's not goinq to sta»'d, these are certain 
factors to be considered in getting up a 
new plan. 

I think at the outset we still have 
to ascertain whether the plan is adequate. 

I don't know what the Court has in mind as 
to how we go about doing it, whether it 
would be the plaintiff putting on testimony 
to prove his case, a show of the inadequacy, 
or whether we should be sitting in chambers 
and trying to analyze the problems that are 
being faced, try to provide documentary 
evidence to support the action taken by the 
Board or whatever and then possibly at some 
later date, 3et it down for pre-trial. 




1 

7 

8 ; 
9 

j 

10 

11 

12 

»! 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 
19 


ii 


20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


58 

whatever. 

T don't know. My feeling was ori¬ 
ginally at the o.itsut we would gort of have 
this conference. 

THE COURT: We cam confer here, as 
well as anywhere else, can't we? 

MR. MAURER: I was hoping it would 
be in the informal plane, something like 
what we were doing in prior conferences 
durinn the course of this case. 

THE COURT: That’s all right with me 
however we do it. 

Do you want to clear an end of the 
table so that Mr. Todel cam move in there. 


* * * * 
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THE CLERK: Civil cause for trial, 71-C 302, 


3 

Charles DeFelice versus the Board of Education. 


4 

MR. TODEL: If your Honor please, I would 


5 

respectfully request for the purposes of this 


6 

trial that all exhibits and all papers that have 


7 

been submitted on a motion for summary judgment 

1 


8 

be marked as papers which can be used and referred 


9 

to during the course of this trial. 


10 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I have no objection, your 


11 

Honor. What do you think their status would be? 


12 

MR. TODEL: Actually I'm referring to -- 


13 

there have been statistics which have been presented 


14 

by the Board of Education from their records which 


15 

I'm not questioning in any fashion at all. We will 


16 

refer to the statistics during the course of ttis 


17 

trial. 


18 

THE COURT: All right. 


19 

MR. TODEL: I now respectfully request, in 

20 

view of a hearing which took place on May 5 before 

21 

your Honor, at which time Mr. Morton Selub, who 

22 

was the principal of Franklin K. I.ane High School, 


23 

testified that his testimony be part of the record 


24 

of thi9 case, and that he would be available here 


25 

1 

for cross-examination. In addition, I would also 
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4 

put him on the stand to ask. him questions, just 
a few further questions to bring this matter up 
to date. 

THE COURT: rfas that transcri.oea? 

MR. TODEL: Yes. 

THE COURT: Have you had an opportunity to 
read it? 

MR, GOPSTEIN: £ have had an opportunity 
to read it. It seems to mo that was held in a 
more formal setting. - 

THE COURT: The oath was administered? 

MR. TODEL: One furtherthing in terms of 
bookkeeping for the case, on December 5, 1972, I 
served two subpoenas, one on Mr. Irving Anker, who 
is a defendant in this case, and also Mr.Scribner 
who is a defendant in t-his case, and T had 
also advised Mr. Gopstein, although he may nave 
misunderstood what I said, that these people 
have been served. He advises me this norning 
that he just learned that the subpoena that 
had been served had not been served by Mr. Scribner 
personally or his counsel, or on Mr. Anker per¬ 
sonally. I have been advised when service had 
been made, and I do have the subpoenas here 
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which I dated December 5, 1972, and had been 
served at 10:45. The case which the plaintiffs 
will put in is not a long case, your Honor, and 
the testimony of these two witnesses who have 
been subpoenaed will not be long testimony and 
I respectfully request I can serve these people 
over if the Court wants or if the corporation 
counsel insists that they should be served 
personally. However, I feel they are public 
officials who have an awareness of this case and 
their testimony from each one will not take more 
than 10 or 15 minutes, and I would not have to 
be put to the trouble of serving subpoenas again. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Mr. Todel called me last 
week to tell me who he intended to subpoena for 
this trial, and among them was Chancellor Scribner 
and Mr. Selub. Mr. Selub told me he had been 
subpoenaed again. I called the Chancellor's office 
and I spoke to his counsel, almost every day, 
practically every day until yesterday, to find 
out if subpoenas had been served on Chancellor 
Scribner or Anker, and I was told it had not 
been. I thought perhaps Mr. Todel thought not 
to take their testimony. 
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Yesterday afternoon Mr. Rosner, 

Mr. Scribner's counsel, found out about a sub¬ 
poena that was served on the office of the Board 
of Education but never served personally on 
Dr. Scribner or Anker, and the point is, they 
were not aware of the subpoenas until yesterday. 

1 had not discussed the matter with them, assuming 

that Mr. Todel did not intend to call them. It's 

A 

no intention not to make them available, but as 
of late yesterday afternoon, they had not been 
served properly, that's perhaps a technicality> 
and was impossible to have it available for today. 

THE COURT: Very unpleasant. Let's proceed 
as well as we can. 


i 
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MORTON SELUB, called as a witness, having been 

sworn by the Clerk of the Court, assumed the stand and 
testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. TODEL: 

Q Mr. Selub, do you recall you testified here in 

this courtroom on May 5, 1972? 

A Yes, I do. 

MR. TODEL: May I have this marked? 

THE CLERK: Marked for identification 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 1. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

Q Mr. Selub, I show you Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 

and ask you whether or not you recognize what this is; yes 
or no? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q And is this a copy of a paper which is kept in 

the regular course of business of the Franklin K. Lane High 
School? 

A This is a copy of a school census, ethnic census. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Do we have an additional copy 
of that? 

MR. TODEL: I'll make that available to you 
THE COURT: He wants it now. 
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MR. TODEL: All right. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

Q And this is the ethnic census of Franklin K. Lane 

High School? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Doe9 it cor.tain the current census besides the 

censuses for 1966 through 1972? 

A Yes. At least to my recollection. Yes, that includes— 

this goes up through the census that was taken in September 
of 1972. 

MR. TODEL: At this time Plaintiff offers 
in evidence Plaintiff's Exhibit 1. 

THE WITNESS: Mr. Todel, that was either 
September or October that it was taken, the 
semester. 

THE CLERK: Now Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 
in evidence. 

(So marked.) 

MR. TODEL: May I proceed, your Honor? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

Q Mr. Selub, during the course of a school year,is 

Metropolitan Achievement Test given at Franklin K. Lane High 
School? 


Selub-direct 


Yes, in October. 


Yes. 


Of each year, October? 


In other words, when would results come out on 


these examinations? 


It takes several months. I believe it comes out in 


March or April. 


THE COURT: But they are administered? 

THE WITNESS: In October. 

THE COURT: To the entire school entrants? 
the WITNESS: Entrants in ninth-year group. 
THE COURT: The entrants. 
the WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: You said October or September? 
the WITNESS: It was given in October. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

° And the results come out sometime in March or 

April of the following year? 

A That is correct. 

0 And in October of 1971, were such tests given 

to students at Franklin K. Lane High School? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Approximately — 

THE COURT: That's to the entrants. 


o 


1 


O 
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BY MR. TODEL: 
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MR. TODEL: Entrants' group. 


Approximately how many students? 


A I would say approximately half the entering class took 

it, about eight hundred, thereabouts. 

THE COURT: It's not mandatory, across 
the board? 

THE WITNESS: It is mandatory but only 
of these students. We have a special test day 
on the same day we give the Regents' Scholarship. 

Today we give the ninth-year reading, we require 
the students to come in, but the attendance in 
school is very poor and on this special day it 
may be a little poorer; we don't get to test 
all of the students. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

Q And you say approximately half the students 

entered in Franklin K. Lane in October, 1971, took this exam? 
A That is correct. 

Q And do you know how many students, what per¬ 

centage of the students scored minimum competency in reading? 

A Above minimum or below? 

0 Below. 

A Approximately 70 percent. 


/ 
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THE COURT: Seventy percent were -- 
THE WITNESS: Were below minimum competence, 
THE COURT: What does minimum competency 
reading for a ninth-year entrant mean? 

THE WITNESS: It isn't a specific grade 
level. It is the lowest 23 percent of the tested 
group. In other words, on the standardizing 
process, they set up a level; I don't know how 
they arrive at this as being below minimum 
competency, but they took the bottom 23 percent, 
what they call the last three stayines, and I 
don’t remember my statistics, except it comes 
out to 23 percent, bottom three stayines, 23 
percent of the tested group. 70 percent of our 
students fell into the same level of achievement 
as the lowest 23 percent of the testing sample, 
and that is a level that is considerably below 
grade level, but there is no specific definition. 


BY MR. TODEL: 


Now, Mr. Selub, you mentioned earlier one of 


the questions put to you by the Court — 

THE COURT: Let me see if I understand. 
All right, Mr. Todel. 


In answer to one of the Judges' questions to you 


O 
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you mentioned about half the entry class did not take the 
test; is that correct? 

A That Is correct. 

Q Now, as an educator, I think you testified in 

May that you have been an educator about 25 years or so, and 
you have been a principal of Franklin K. Lane for a number of 


years? 


Yes, sir. 


Q Do you have an opinion from your knowledge of 

the Board of Education and the students who attend Franklin 
K. Lane, how the students who did not take the tes:, how 
they would score, if you know from your experience? 

A My experience would indicate that those who did not 

take the tost are probably more severely educationally 
damaged than those who took the test; those are the students 
who had the greater number of problems and probably had 
lower reading scores, they would score at no higher than 
the ot .ers and possibly considerably lower. 

Q I believe you tesified in May that you have 

been principal of Fran..lin K. Lane since approximately 1967 
and 1?63? 

A September, 1967. 

Q And during the course of your being principal 

of the school, have you had discussions with the superin- 


* 
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tendents, assistant superintendents, or Board of Education, 

with reference to the problem as to the zoning of Franklin 
K. Lane students? 

A Yes, on various occasions. 

Q And who have you spoken to recently? 

I've spoken to my current superintendent, Mr. Dombrov, 
THE COURT: EOw do you spell that? 

THE WITNESS: D-O-M-B-R-O-W, first name, 

Oscar. 


BY MR. TODEL: 


Q And who else have you spoken to? 

I have spoken to the now-retired, superintendent in 
charge of the high school office, Jacob Sack. I have been at 

meetings which involve Mr. Dombrow and Superintendent Joseph 
Brennan. 


i 

| 


Q Who is Joseph Brennan? 

He is the superintendent who supervised approximately 
half of the high schools in Brooklyn. 

0 In your discussion with these superintendents, 

assistant superintendents,have you discussed with them the 
rezoning of Lane High School? 

A Yes, I've talked with them many times about that. 

Q Have you discussed with them how Lane could 

possibly be rezoned? 

‘ we have never gotten into specifics because the problem 
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that is always raised — the answer all we had gotten, where 
woale they put them, how could they possibly arrange it. They 
always talk about over-utilization of other schools and the 
difficulty of disposing of those that would not be zoned to 
Lane. They also tell me that Queens can iot be considered— 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Objection, your Honor. 

1 believe the witness is describing some very 
general statement by a very general group of 
people who are not in court right now. He's 
generalizing it to the degree we don't know 
when they said this. 

THE COURT: Could you be as specific as 
possible? 

THE WITNESS: At a meeting, last minute 
with Chancellor Scribner and Superintendent 
Dombrow concerning the problems of Franklin 
K. Lane, Mr. Dombrow raised the question of 
giving Lane some relief, and Dr. Scribner— and 
I can't quote him verbatim — said something to 
the effect, what would we do with them? When 1 
suggested that the ichool needed relief — 

THE COURT: You said that Dr. Scribner 
asked — 
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THE WITNESS: No, Mr. Dombrow said. 
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THE COURT: Can't we do something about 

relief? 

THE WITNESS: Talking about zoning, and 
Dr. Scribner said, what would we do with those — 

MR. GOPSTETN: Objection. If the witnesses 
are to be called, they can be asked directly 
statements that they made, allegedly out of 
court. 

Tire COURT: Hut meanwhile, these are state¬ 
ment s of the defendants, I suppose. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

Q You were stating what Dr. Scribner was saying? 

A Me said, what would we do with them? Mr. Dombrow said 

he didn't know, and Dr. Scribner indicated that that was not 
the purpose of that meeting. At that particular moment, we 
couldn't address ourselves to this problem, but that is to 
my mind an indication of the kind of reaction that usually 
takes place when a discussion of zoning about Franklin K. Lanej 
takes plAce. 

0 You mentioned that there had been, that you 

participated in, conversation with reference to possibly 
rezoning Lane High School so that part, of Queens would be 
considered; is that correct? 


25 
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Yes, on various occasions. 
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Q Do you know with whom you spoke to, with refer¬ 

ence to rezoning of Lane? 

A Yes. I would not say that this was a meeting on zoning, 

but Deputy Chancellor Anker was at Lane when we were in the 
midst of very severe difficulties. He was then a superintend¬ 
ent, I believe, and we raised the question. 

THE COURT: Now, this was when? 

THE WITNESS: This was in 1969, in the 
winter. I would say either January or February, 
probably January. 

THE COURT: Of '69? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

Q And what was said to Mr. Anker? 

A We raised the question, not only I, but others who 

were at the meeting, and there were a number of teachers, and 
I believe that Elizabeth O'Daley, who was the superintendent 
of District 19, was present. We raised the question of relief 
for Lane and rezoning to include part of Queens, and there 
was an indication that they would look into the problem. 
Shortly afterwards, superintendent Nathan Bram, who was 
Mr. Anker s superior, decided that no such change could be 
taken because there was opposition from the people in Queens 
who would have been zoned in. 


25 
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2 MR. GOPSTEIN: Objection, your Honor. 

3 THE COURT: When and where was this said, 

4 and by whom? 

5 THE WITNESS: I believe I have correspondence 

6 relating to it; I don't have it with me. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

8 Q Was this in the spring of 1969? 

9 a Yes, it was. 

10 Q And was this held at the Board of Education or 

11 was it held at Franklin K. Lane High School? 

12 a No, Mr. Brown was at Franklin K. Lane, where he indicat- 

13 ed to me in the presence of others who — there were a number 

14 of people there. He indicated that the people in Woodhaven 

15 had registered very strong objections, and that meeting 

16 incidentally, although we were not rezoned for Queens, we 

17 were rezoned a trifle more out of Queens. 

18 THE COURT: That's Woodhaven, you say? 

19 THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

20 BY MR. TODEL: 

2 1 q Did that also include the area of Lindenwood, 

22 where Mr. Brown stated there was opposition, If you recall? 

23 A I can’t recall that. 

24 


25 


MR. GOPSTEIN: Mr. Brown is not a 
defendant in this lawsuit. Perhaps Mr. Scribner 
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is. Mr. Drown is not. 

THE COURT: He's a functionary of the 
Board, which is the defendant. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: He's not a functionary of 
the Board at this time, and he wasn't when this 
lawsuit was commenced. I don't know where he 
is, now. 

THE COURT: But at the time that these 
statements were made, weren't they made with 
respect to the Doard of Education's decision 
or undecision? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I don't know if these 
statements were made. I don't know the contacts. 
Perhaps Dr. Brown -- if Mr. Todel would subpoena 
him, would testify to that, rather than receive 
the hearsay statements ofMr. Selub. 

THE COURT: Well, I'll take it on the 

grounds indicated. What we are trying to find out 

is whether there was thoughtful discussion of the 

issue of rezoning, possible rezoning of Fraridin 
« 

K. Lane . What the discussions were and how 
they were ended. The demands. I think it is 
something that we ought to know about, if it is 
the fact, of course, and Mr. Selub is here to 

. t 
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say so, that the idea of rezoning didn't 
originate with these plaintiffs, the dates this 
lawsuit was filed, but it comes on top of a 
course of discussion, and I don't douot discussion 
that was carried on in sincerity and with intention 
on the part of those people involved, however 
effectively or ineffectively to address them¬ 
selves to a situation which had given rise to 
complaints, whether justified or not justified. 

For all we know at this stage of the game, 
as has been suggested on behalf of the Board 
earlier, the situation of Lane at all times has 
been the happiest situation that an unhappy 
City can afford. We don't know that yet. That's 
part of the issue in the case, I sappose. 

HR. GOPSTEIN: I was just trying to 
suggest, your Honor, that if it's for the purpose 
of indicating discussions had taken place in 
regard to the zoning of Lane, certainly that 
would be admissable. What we have Mr. Sfelub 
testifying to certain specific statements made 
by parties not a party to this lawsuit out of 
court. If we are asked to accept them for the 
truth of those statements — 
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THE COURT: No, I think we are being aaxed 
to accept them as statements that were made at 
the time by people who had the offices that they 
had. 

Now, whether or not there was actually a 
Woodhaver opposition, or whether that was some¬ 
thing that was thrown in to end the day's 
discussion is quite another matter. We hear a 
great deal of that kind of talk at all levels 
of society of people who undertake to speak 
for large segments. That's one of the plagues 
on the edge, the swat zone spokesman for an area 
or the swat zone faithful reporter for an area 
who in fact doesn't know what ho's talking about 
and has no authority and no expertise and no 
testimonial qualifications whatsoever. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Your Honor, I would like 
to still record my objection. 

THE COURT: Yes, you certainly have made 
it plain. 

MR. TODEL: No further questions of this 
witness, your Honor. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 
BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 


Q 


Mr. Selub, are you familiar with the method 
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of which the Board of Education allocates resources tc the 
high schools, the formulas used? 

A In a general way. 


re 


THE COURT: What did you call them, 
ce allocations formulae? 


Q I don't know if that's the tecfe. ’cal phrase, 

but that's technically what these formulae are. 

A Are you referring to resources in terms of zoning or 

referring to resources in terras of allotments on — 

Q In structural resources equipment, supplies, 

teachers, additional programs. 

THE COURT: That's construction equipment. 

Q Not construction, but, rather. I'll restate it. 

The allocation of teachers and programs to 


schools. 

A I would say I understand it about as well as most 

principals do, which is not to say, much. I can answer ques¬ 
tions on it in a reasonable fashion. 

Q Within your understanding of these formulas, 

what would you say is your impression as to how well Franklin 
K. Lane fares, compared to other high schools in the area? 

A That's a very complicated question because — there 

is a dispute amongst the principals -- 

MR. TODEL: I don't know if this would be 


I 


I 
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proper cross-examination. 

THE COURT: It's not unanticipated, because 
if you will recall, back in May, Mr. Mara made 
it clear to us that in view of Mr. Selub's 
earlier testimony, particularly his testimony 
with respect to che use of what you might call 
making a sort of college readiness in-plant 
through the use of special programs, that he 

thought that one of the crying needs of the 

\ 

school was to have access on an almost-schoolwide 
basis to those special aid programs, which in 
other — and as he would put it, better treated 
schools in terms of zoning the special aid 
programs for the college-bound, would be 
adequately provided, if provided for a simply 
minor percentage of the students, since the 
student body as a whole would find its academic 
preparations through the regular course of high 
school study adequate to their college-bound 
needs, but that what you needed in Franklin 
K. Lane was an extension to the whole high 
school, practically of the college-bound type 
of special programming and special guidance 
assistance, and so on. Did I catch the message? 
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THE WITNESS: Yea. 

TICK COURT: That I think is where you 
and I have net been formally introduced yet. 

Make sure I pronounce it correctly. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Gopstein. 

THE COURT: Gopstein as in Gopstein. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: It's not that complicated. 
Sometimes I have to spell it. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION (continuing) 

BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 

Q Mr. Selub, let us take the area of guidance 

services. Do you think that guidance services are important 
to the future success of students? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Do you have any idea what the ratio in Lane 

High School of the number of pupils per guidance service is? 

THE COURT: I didn't grasp the question. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I was asking Mr. Selub 
what he thought the ratio was between — in 
effect, how many students are serviced by one 
guidance counselor? 

THE WITNESS: I'll tell you exactly what 
we have, instead of giving you a percentage. We 
have three guidance counselors for the college- 
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bound students, which means one per hundred 
for a group of 300 students, that’s Federally 
funded and provided to us under the college- 
bound program. 


TIIL COURT: Now, that's for 300 college- 


bound . 


n.L WITNESS: Three groups of 100 a 
freshman group, junior group and a senior group. 
I know that we don't have all four classes. 


BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 

0 Are you aware — 

^ 1 didn t complete the answer. 

Then there is one guidance counselor for a special 
program which was called Toward Upward Mobility, and it was 
to have been cancelled out, and was restored to us under 
another line, we still use the term. Towards Upward Mobility. 

Q Mr * Solub ' 1 understand that you can itemize. 

A There was just three more to go. The remaining three or 

four to be divided among the remaining 4600 students. | 

° f’mnot interested at this point in how they 

are utilized in the school, but as to their ratio, as to the 
number of students. 

Thau is not fair. Three are assigned to a small group 
of 100, one is assigned to another group of 100 and the last 
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three are — 

THE COURT: You said three or four? 

THE WITNESS: Three four groups. 

THE COURT: You said three or four for 
the rest — 

THE WITNESS: Three for the remaining 400. 


i 

i 


BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 

Q „ Mr. Selub, do you have any idea how the 
ratio of guidance services compared to other high schools 
in the citywide average? 

A No, not really. 

i 

Q Are you aware that citywide average of ratio of 

students per guidance service commissioned for the year 1971 
was 190 in the average high school, and in T.ane High School 
151, one guidance — 151 in Lane for the year 1971 and 190 

I 

for the citywide average. 

Were you aware of those figures? 

A You are asking several different kinds of questions. 

You are talking about the Board of Education's allocation 
to what they call guidance position, which includes — 

Q Mr. Selub, I'm using figures as they are used, 

since you are — presumably you are familiar with that 
terminology. 


MR. TODEL: I object to any argument. If 
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Mr. Selub can answer the ^ estion, let 
him answer it to the best of his ability. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: If he's not aware of that 
particular ratio, let him say so. This is the 
ratLo which I'm reading from the official sta¬ 
tistics of the Board of Education from the year 
1971. 


THE WITNESS:Mr. Gopstein, this document 
from which the profile of schools was issued for 
the first time to bring knowledge at that time, so 
it isn't something that had been going on for a 
long time. It has been highly criticized by high 
school principals — 


BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 


Q Please direct yourself to the question right 


now. 

THE COURT: I think the question doesn't 
give me any information at all, unless I know 
what guidance service means. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: WE11, your Honor, we 
certainly intend to go into that on the direct 
examination with other witnesses, but I want 
to see whether Mr. Selub, who is testifying 
regarding the services in the school, is 


25 
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aware of how they compare to other schools in 
borne critical function, such as the provision 
for guidance personnel. 

THE COURT: Now wait a minute. You see, 
that would be 20 some-odd people Cityvide, and 
at Lane it would mean 30-odd people, since there 
were either 46 or 4900 students. If the ratio 
is 1 to 151, that means about 30 guidance 
people, so the number of less than 30 guidance 
people is without significance to me. IF you 
don't read that part of the table which identi¬ 
fies what the guidance service personnel is 
considered to embrace, — it must be in the 
table, somewherea. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Well, the table itself 
refers — the particular format we are talking 
about, the only particular material explaining 
this for guidance services position including 
those of the — I'm reading now, this is from 
the 1970-71 school profiles, today academic 
and vocational high schools. Page IX, and this 
is part of the description of the formulas for 
the allocations for all positions for the high 
schools, 1971-1972. 
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Part A is basic, teacher allotment; part B 
is guidance and services; and subheading under 
that reads. For Guidance Services. Positions 
including tho~e of the licensed guidance counselors 
are as follows, then the Board explains formulas 
by which guidance positions, guidance counselors 
and other people who serve in the guidance posi¬ 
tion are allocated to schools. 

THE COURT: who are they? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Guidance counselors are 
licensed after competitive examination. There 
can also be other people who may serve in other 
guidance positions, all of these together are 
included in this particular formula. 

THE COURT: But how do we know who they are 
so that wo know what we are talking about? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I’m not sure what your 
Honor means. What their function is* 

THE COURT: Are we talking about the 
administrative personnel of the school? Are we 
talking about teachers who have other roles, or 
are we talking about guidance counselors, psy¬ 
chiatric consultants, truant officers? 


25 


MR. GOPSTEIN: Of course we can elaborate 
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on that later. I would presume the positions 
included here are people who perform substantially 
all of their functions in a guidance position. It 
does not have to be as such, a guidance counselor. 

THE COURT: What you read, it includes -- 
MR. GOPSTEIN: If a person spent more than 
five minutes — a person has within the broad 
definition, he would be included in this. Obviously 
special programs give rise to special positions which 
cannot be characterized. What I was trying to 
ask Mr. Selub was to see whether he was aware 
of the number of guidance positions on a pro¬ 
portionate basis, that lane recieves, as opposed 
to the average high school. What I wanted to ask 
you next is whether you are aware the formula 
as it applies to the City high schools, one such 
guidance position shall be allocated to each 
390 pupils. 

THE COURT: One guidance — 

MR. GOPSTEIN: For each 390 pupils 
r tirded two years or more. 390 pupils who are 
retarded two years or more in reading and that 
for all other pupils, the ratio is one guidance 
position for 460 pupils. 
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THE corner: How, would that mean as you 


j 

4 

road that formula. Hr. Gopstein, that you gat 


c 

just a more intense guidance position saturation. 


D 

it doesn't double up? 


6 

•7 

In other words, if your whole school were 


7 

more than two years below standards in reading 

I 

8 

ability, or whatever you call it, then the whole 


9 

school would be on a 390 ratio, if you had rone, 


10 

the whole school would be on a 4G0 ratio? 


11 

MR. flOPSTEJN: This is the ratio provided 


12 

here. 


13 




MR. TODEL: If the Court pleases, may J 


14 

respectfully object to this line of questioning 


15 

on the basis of the fa t I think before this 


16 

type of questioning should be put to him, we 


17 

have to establish the reliability of what 


18 

Mr. Oopstein is reading from. 


19 

THE COURT: Mr. Selub is trying to tell 


20 

us about that and he will, just as soon as I 


21 

understand what it is being presented to him. 


22 

Do I understand it right, if you had some dream 


23 

school where there wasn't a single student in it 


24 

who was behind level in reading, that the guidance 


25 

positions would be established in the ratio of one 
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guidance position for 460 students. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Yes. 

1 HE COURT: Now, if you had the nightmare 
school at the exact opposite end of the spectrum, 
in which there wasn't a single student reading at 
proper achievement level for his average, then the 
ratio for the school would be one for one guidance 
position for each 390 students. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: On the face of this formula 
I would say yes, hut what I would like to point 
out first, obviously when we put on witnesses, I 
will have them explain the formula and perhaps 
if there is any flexibility. 

THE COURT: All I'm interested in is whether 
the whole school starts out with one for 460 and 
then gets another for each 390 of underachievers. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I would assume so. 

THE COURT: That's a totally different 

answer. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: The way this formula reads, 
it says one for every 390 retarded two years or 
more in reading. I- assume you would take the 
number in the school and give them guidance 
positions from one to 390, and then it says one 
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460, simply take the — 

TKE COURT: Of the remaining pupils? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: In that high school, and 
give it — and for those, give the one to 460. 
THE COURT: That makes it plainer. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I would point out that 
guidance services, although we are using the 
index of retardation in reading levels, the 
guidance services are not directly related 
to that. 

THE COURT: You mean that as symptomatic, 
rather than — 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Even the dream school has 
a need for guidance facilities, even if they are 
all on a normal reading level, and I just wanted 
to as.. Mr. Selub - 

THE WITNESS: I didn’t get a chance to 
answer that question. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: That was a long question. 

THE COURT: Whether he was aware under this 
ormuJa the guidance positions have been enriched 
for Franklin K. Lane by reason of the very fact 
that you mentioned of underachievement in reading 


level. 
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THE WITNESS: I'm aware of it, and I think 
it comes out to a rather insignificant number, 
because our reading figures don't accurately 
reflect the situation in the school. The Board 
goes by the Metropolitan Achievements — rather, 
the test that's given in the ninth year. 
CROSS-EXAMINATION (continued) 

BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 


before? 


Q Is this the test that you were referring to 

? 

I don't understand something you said to me before. You 


said something about 1 to 151. 


figures. 


I was asking you whether you were aware of these ! 


A I'm not aware of that. 

Q Are you aware of all the high schools in 

Brooklyn, Franklin K. Lane has the lowest ratio of students 
to guidance personnel - in other words, it has the most 
enriched guidance personnel, it's the fourth best in the 
City of New York? 

k I'm not aware of that, as you state it. 

THE COURT: Fourth highest in the whole 
City. There is still Manhattan and the Bronx. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: ^rom the approximately 60 to 
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70 academic high schools in the whole City, 

Franklin k. Lane is the fourth best in terms of 
the guidance services, in terms of the entire 
Brooklyn and Queens, I believe it is the best in 
terms of guidance services. 

MR. TODEL: I know we are trying this case 
without a jury, I hope that the corporation 
counsel wall have a witness who will testify so 
that he can be cross-examined, because these are 
statements made and heard and read from a book. 

MR. OOPSTF.IN: 1 only made the statements in 
reply to the Court's inquiry as to the meaning 
of them. Mr. Selub testified, he's an educator, 

25 years' standing, he’s testified about certain 
reading scores and tests. I'm reading to him from 
the documents, how his school performs as opposed 
to all others. I assume that he should be 
familiar with it. 

THE WITNESS: If you ask me, am I familiar 
with it and don't give me a chance to explain 
it, I can't get the facts out. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 
B 1 ' MR. GOPSTEIN (continued): 

Q Mr. Selub, are you familiar with the formula 
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that the Board of Education uses for allotting 
basic academic classroom coverage? 

A Yes. 

Q Tho number of teaching positions that arc 

allotted, this is aside from any special programs that may be 
added to any guidance position, just starting points, the 
number of teaching positions that are allotted to a school, 
what type of variable is involved, and how does Franklin K. 

Lane fart on that, formula? 

A 1 think you are referring to what last year was a denom- 

j 

inator of 32 for some schools and 30 for another. 

In other words, the enrollment was divided by 2 and 
the more favorite school and divided by 30 in schools like 
Lane. 

Q Something roughly like that from this oarticular 

71 

A I don't know if you are asking this question or not, 

but there is also an academic index. 

A 

Q Lot's stick to this particular index first. The 

index thatl imagine that you refer to, it does seen a slight 
difference, here it's slichtly the same, 1971 two-year — I'm 
just readinq it to make it clear. 

Page eight, "for pupils retarded two or more 
years in reading, a teacher allottment has been b’ltd on an 


I 
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average class of 29.5 and for all other pupils, allottments 

% 

have been made for jx.5 ( "bo I presume this is the type of 
ratio that you were talking about before? 

A Except that those are the 7C-71. 

0 That formula i~ for '71-'72. 

Now, are you familiar with a formula that is 
kept by the Board of Education? 

THE COURT: You told us that much, but \ 

have you told us what the ratio at Franklin 
K. .lane is, Dr is that irrelevant? 

MR. GOPSTE1N: We are leading into it now. 

THE COURT: Oh, I see. 

BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 

Q Arc you aware, Mr. Selub, of an index of services 

to the high schools which is called the Ratio on Pupils to 
Teachers per Subject? 

A I imagine if I had the data in front of me, I would 

say I am familiar. 

Q Not the data, the purpose of such a ratio? 

A I know that these figures exist. 

q I'r. not asking whether the figures exist. I'm 

asking you whether you are familiar with that particular index 
that is kept, and what it means? 


25 


A 


No, I think maybe - 
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Q Do you know that this particular ratio is one way 

which the Board of Education attempts to figure out exactly 
how many teachers are provided, using the actual number of 
subjects that are taken in the school. 

In other words, not just overall teacher figure 

I 

but geared to the actual subjects taken, fewer or lesser and 
this is why the ratio is called — 

A I never heard — 

THE COURT: In other words, that would be 
something that would turn up differences between 
the size of music classes and mechanical drawing 
classes, or Latin. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Or it might turn up differ¬ 
ences more importantly, ycur Honor, it would 
account for the fact that in some schools, the 
average number of subject periods taken by 
students is a little higher than in other schools. 

In other words, if we were to take just the pupil- 
teacher ratio, it would not account for the fact 
that you may have more teechers in a particular 
school because perhaps more subjects are taken; 
this is all above the minimum. We are talking 
all above the minimum in a school where students 
take slightly fewer subject periods, you would 
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2 

need slightly fewer teachers, therefore this 



J 

ratio ir considered as a crucial one, because 



4 

it gears the actual teaching personnel available 



5 

to the actual number of classes taken by students 

j 


6 

and I'm asking Mr. Selub whether he's aware of 



7 

how Franklin K. Lane fares on that index of 



8 

services. 



9 

THE WITNESS: I have an approximate 



10 

notion; it's about five point something. 



11 

BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 



12 

Q I'm not asking you — 



13 

A How we relate to — 



14 

Q I didn't ask you about the average number of 



15 

subjects. 



16 

Are you aware that the Citywide average on this 



17 

ratio of pupils to teachers per subject period is 25, and 



18 

that the ratio at Franklin K. Lane is 23.3? 



19 

THE COURT: The Citywide — say that again? 



20 

Q The Citywide average is 25. In other words, 25 


1 

21 

pupils to a teacher per subject, so if you went into any 


, 

22 

average class, this is what you would find in that subject 



23 

period. You have 25 pupils to that one teacher, and that the 


J 

1 

24 

average in Lane is 23.3, substantially lower, not character- 


25 

izing. 
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MR. TODEL: May we have what page you are 
reading from? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: On page 193, 194 of this 
high school profile. Again, a ratio that is kept 
very often instead of a pupil-teacher ratio but 
geared towards per subject per period if we 
walk into any average class in Lane, as opposed 
to any average class in the City, this is why 
this ratio was devised. 

BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 

Q Are you aware of an index, another index that 

is kept by the Board of Education that is called the Cost per ' 
Subject? 

A I have read all the statistics in here. When you say 

aware, do you mean do I recall them? I don't recall them; or 
where we stand the answer to that is no. 

Q Are you familiar with what this index is 

I 

supposed to denote? 

I 

A One of the things it denotes is the cost of teachers' 

salary in there, and these things vary according to school 

in terms of how many regulars you have of long standing, how 

i 

many substitutes. There are so many factors in there, it's 
hardly a meaningful figure. 

0 This figure which the Board of Education 
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apparently includes in their official record, I assume some 
meaning is devised. 

Just to state it a little more accurately, by 
dividing the per capita expenditure taking the per capita 
expenditure and divide it by the average student subject. 

THE COURT: This is by average student? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: The cost, per subject period. 

MR. TODEL: If the Court please, I don't 
know specific points where he's referrina to, or 
what particular page, if there >age, and 

what he is defining here for t. jo^rd. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I'll gladly — the cost 
per subject period, 1 think you can find it on 
page IOC and 197. 

MR. TODEL: And the definition of what 
you said? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: The definition, we take 
the per capita expenditure per student, now 
we perhaps could sidetrack -- 

MR. TODEL: Now my question is, you are 
testifying here. I want to know from what docu¬ 
ments you got your information, with reference 
to cost? 


25 


MR. GOPSTEIN: The document I told you 
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is 196-197. 

MR. TODEL: I want to know the definition. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: On the definition, your 
Honor, I'm not sure where in the definition -- 
this cannot be found — if I cannot find it 
I can have somebody testify. The results of such 
an index are clearly indicated in tnis study, 
if this particular index has not been defined, 
it’s obviously an omission. Idon't want > 
spend the Court's time looking for it. I have 
inquired into it. The results of it are listed 

A 

in the back of the book, and I would like to ask 
Mr. Selub whether on this cost per subject period 
index, whether you aware, again, that the City 
average for both tax levy and reirabursible is 
$135 and for Franklin K. Lane it's $139? 

THE WITNESS: No, I am net aware of that. 

THE COURT: What do you suppose that means? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Excuse me? 

THE COURT: That? s not the cost of conducting 
a class for a class period; is it? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Well -- 

THE COURT: Or is it per student or per 


class, or what? 
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MR. GGPSTEIN: I would imagine it’s per 
clans for the per student. Since we take the 
average expenditure per student and divide it 

j! 

by the average number or subject classes which 
that student takes, so if for example a school 
spends $600 per student, — i f an average 
student was to take five periods a day, then it 
would be $120 pur subject period. 

THE WITNESS: tor the term, for tne year.* 
MR. GOPSTEIN: For the year,l presume, y-»s. 
THE COURT: in other words, what we are 
talking about is, what do we think the overall 
cost of high school per student is? 

MR. GGP5Tc.IN: It 1 s one more -— perr.aps-- 
THL COURT: Is it in the order of $3,000, 

$5 0 0, what? 

MR. GGPSTEIN: You mean per student? For 
student, tne figures for that, we have per capita 
figures, anc again I of course don't want to 
testify to it, but this is in the book. We could 
certainly introduce that. There is a figure 
called per capita budgeted costs, this can in¬ 
clude -- this was broken down into the direction 
instructional cost and plant operations. 
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direction inatructoral costs are further divided 
into personal service, total salaries of staff, 
things of that sort, so we have basically staff 
salaries and supolies and plant operations would 
be custodial, both of them together would be the 
total expenditure of the school divided by the 
number of students, whichwould be the per capita 
expenditure. Again figures are available. 

THE COURT: All I'm interested in is trying 
to find out — what are the directional costs 
per capita for a year — for the year you have 
there? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: What thi3 really means, ic’s 
sort of an abstract figure, it's a revealing 
one to take that one student — 

THE COURT: But all I ask is what is the 
overall directional instructional per student per 
year in the school system, for the year you have 
there? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Well, these figures are — 
may I explain something, your Honor? 

The reason why I have asked Mr. Selub 
about this particular index, even though I 
realize it seems somewhat complicated — 
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THE COURT: It doesn't seem complicated at 
all, but the idea is to try to get to something 
so I'll know about where I am. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I've selected this index— 
again, the Board of Education — 

THE COURT: Because it shows an intensi¬ 
fication of instructural cost at Franklin K. Lane 
by subject, that's perfectly apparent, and it's 
one of two or three or four percent, something 
like that. 

THE WITNESS: There is a figure in each 
of the profiles that gives the per capita cost. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: For each of these particular 
types of services and — 

THE COURT: Also,it's a well-guarded secret, 
up to this point, despite fourteen questions. 

1 

MR. GOPSTEIN: If your Honor wishes me to 
explain, I would like to do it through my own 
witnesses. I fully understand them, of course. 

THE COURT: All I want to know — I have 
five children, I am familiar with cost and 

1 

parochial high schools and parochial grade 
schools and various universities. All I want 
to know is, what are we talking about for the 
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City of New York, something comparable to what 
it costs my daughter to go to the University 
of Pennsylvania for a year, or what? We hear that 
it costs $7,000 a year to keep a man in jail. 

What I'm talking about is, what are we talking 

/ 

about in terms of keeping a child in Franklin 
K. Lane for a year? 

MB. GOPSTEIN: These figures, the instruc¬ 
tional costs, there is a per capita figure. I 
vish to explain it. 

THE COURT: I don't know how I can make 
my wishes any plainer. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: The figure that your Honor 
is seeking, I believe is a very misleading figure. 
You cannot simply say, this is the tuition cost. 
Even a tuition cost is not the figure for educat¬ 
ing a person in the same way. Some of these 
figures — there is a personal service direction 
instructional in other words, teachers' salary 
divided by the number of stuuents. At Lane, for 
it would be $754 per student. 

THE COURT: All right. Now, that ^i^es roe 
what I want. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Now, to explain that. 
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THE COURT; That's teachers' compensation 
divided by school registration. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: By number of students. 

TuJ COURT: By the registrants and is 
equalled — 

MR. GOPSTEIN: To $754. This io everyting 
combined. 

THE COURT: That's tax levy. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Tax levy and reimbursements. 

THE COURT: $754. That gives me a figure— 
what we have been talking about for four or 
five subjects, gives some very crud« idea of 
what we are talking about. 

MR. GOPSTEIN* That figure, your Honor, 
that figure for the past school year, this 
has not been compiled yet; it's $838. 

THE COURT: I'm sure of that. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: That figure includes the 
fact that because of a higher number of 
subject periods in the school, some schools 
will simply have more teachers. This is why the 
Board of Education then introduces the further 
index of subject periods related to the indi¬ 
vidual student, rather than the school as a whole. 
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THE COURT: If you are going to have a lot 
of students, or a relatively high number of 
students who insist on taking calculus, it will 
go up. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: You have to have more 
teachers. Although the average class size might 
still be quite large. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION (continued ): 

BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 

Q Mr. Selub, are you familiar with another index 

that is called the experience index of teachers,which indicates 
the percent of teachers who have more than five years' 
experience in the school? Were you aware that such an index 
is now being kept? 

A Yes, I guess I was aware of it. 

Q Were you aware that for the past school year 

comparing Franklin K. Lane to all Title I Schools, that the 
percentage of teachers in Franklin K. Lane with five or more 
years' experience were 70 percent of the faculty* and in all 
other — 

THE COURT:Wait a minute, that's five 
years plus — *’0 percent? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Seventy percent. And 
compared to all other schools in Brooklyn — 
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THE COURT: All others — 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Title I schoole. 

THE COURT: All Title I schools in 
Brooklyn, exclusive of F.K.L.? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: The average was 62.24 percent. 

MR. TODEL: If the Court pleases, I would 
like to know where these figures are from. 

THE COURT: It's from this compilation. 

MB. TODEL: It is not. I have it before me. 

THE COURT: What page? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: This is not from this. 

MR. TODEL: The book that he's reading from 
wiii show that there are different figures involved, 
the Citywide was 77.0 and Franklin K. Lane was 67.7 
and personal services, 754 for Lane and the rest 
of the City is $809. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: As I explained to your 
Honor, the reason for that is the reason for the 
varying average subject per school. When we 
ciivj.de that figure, we get a more accurate figure; 
that is why that index is kept. The figures that 
I was reading from this (counsel looking at 
paper.) 


i Hi, WITNESS: What is that compared with? 
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MR. GOPSTEIN: Title I schools. Schools that 
I see listed here, for which we have Jefferson, 

Boys, John J. Eastern District, Bushwick, these 
other schools which are the Title I schools that 
you are familiar with. Schools qualified for 
Title I. 

THE COURT: Does that mean schools which 
receive special Federal aid? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Yes, these are schools that 
qualify. 

THE COURT: Sort of disaster schools. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I wouldn't call them that. 
Schools that need more help. 

THE COURT: If you have to call them 
that to get the money — 

MR• GOPSTEIN: To get the money, you call 
them worse than disaster schools. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 
BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 

Q Could I ask you, Mr. Selub, you referred to a 

meeting that took place last week or very recently, will you 
just tell us very briefly whatthe purpose of the meeting was, 

since I think you indicated that it did not relate to really 
zoning matters? 
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A I didn't mean that it didn't relate to zoning matters. 

I meant that that didn't seem to be the opportune moment to 
solve that part of the problem. I met with Dr. Scribner, 

Mr. Anker, Dr. Lester, who is now the head of the high school 
office, Mr. Dombrow and several other people to discuss the 
difficulties that we're encountering in Lane, and I asked for 
relief in a number of directions, some of them dealt with 
security, others dealt with the problems that grew out of the 
composition of the student body, and in the course of discus¬ 
sing the problems that grew out of the composition of the 
student body, namely, the fact that there are — 

MR. TODEL: Your Honor — 

MR. GOPSTEIN: The reason I ask this, — 

THE WITNESS: It was not a zoning meeting. 

MR. TODEL: Let him finish his answer. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I'm allowed to limit my 
question. The reason I asked the question, Mr. Selub, 
your testimony before indicated some comment 
that was made in regard to zoning. 

Although I think he said the purpose of 
the meeting was not zoning. I think when a 
problem is complicated as to the zoning of Lane, 
we are entitled to have statements made that ar 

0 


25 


done after thorough consideration. I want to 
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Indicate that this meeting dealt with matters 
very, very different. I don't want to go into 
that right now. 

MR. TOOEL: It is the nature of the 
question — the way the question was asked, 

Mr. Selub. Mr. Gopntein opened up a question that 
is extremely important. I think Mr. Selub has a 
right to answer. 

THE COURT: You can ask him on redirect. 
CROSS-EXAMINATION 
BY MR. GOPSTEIN (continued): 

Q Mr. Selub, do you know what zoning changes were 

made in Lane High School for 1969-70 year? 

A I can't say offhand. 

Q Do you recall the skip zoning program that was 

introduced for the year? Do you remember whether that program 
in any way affected the district of Lane High School? 

A 1969 — are you talking about the zoning that took 

place in September, 1969? 

Q The zoning that went into effect in September, 

*69. I'm asking you whether you aware in the Brooklyn part of 
Lane, High School, what if any changes took place in the Lane 
zone? 

A There were several changes. I would have to refer to 
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documents. 

Q Are you familiar with what the skip zoning 

program was? 

A Yes, students were zoned from within — from other 

enclaves to other schools in various other parts of the 
school. 

Q In the case of the Brooklyn High School, most 

of these enclave students in each such enclave were sent to th< 
Southern High School. 

A Some were sent to Grover Cleveland, Richmond Hill, 

John Adams. 

Q So again you don't remember whether Franklin 

K. Lane was affected by that particular zoning program? 

A I don't think that we had anybody skip-zoned to us. 

Q I'm asking you whether you had any students in 

Franklin K. Lane who had formerly attended Franklin K. Lane 
but were not now in a zone that was skipped out of a zone? 

A Once a student is zoned in your school, once you 

change the zone,you don't - - 

THE COURT: The question isi Do you know 
whether or not — let's call it the zoning 
situation of Franklin K. Lane — was affected 
by having skip zone enclaves cut out of its 
pre-existing zone. 


I 
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much out of Queens. 


4 25 


Q I’m asking you now whether you are familiar 

with Brooklyn? 

A You can do it simply by subtraction. 

Q I'm asking you now whether you are familiar with 

the Brooklyn zone, sines you have spent a great deal of time 
suggesting things — 

MR. TODEL: Objection to the form. 

THE COURT: Don't argue. Just ask the 
question, Mr. Gopstein. 

THE WITNESS: If you could make the 
question more specific. We have a series of maps 
and overlays, as you know, which ought to show 
that kind of material. i'm not sure whether it 
does or not. We have here one that started out 
with the '65 zone and then has the '70 zone and 
the ’71 zone. 

Now, that I take it would refer to a year 
and zoning, September zoning, but none of these 
three, as you will see, show any enclaves as I 
see it. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Fortunately, your Honor, this 
particular map I had not seen, although I was told 
something of this type was submitted. 






■%» 


,112 

Selub-cross 55 

THE COURT: We can arrange, Mr. Gopstein, 
to keep these on display, if they will materially 
help us. This one is more complex, and we have to 
look through it to see whether it shows any skip 
zones drawn within the external limits of the 
F.K.L. inclusive border, which I take it would 

-V* 

be an index, indication whether or not people 
had been skipped out of the Lane zone or increas¬ 
ingly skipped out of the Lane zona from one 
period to the next. I think these borough-wide 
charts show some of the skip zoning. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Which map is this? 

THE COURT: That's a basic borough map with 
a series of overlays to show the zoning, borough¬ 
wide at different dates, and it does — or 
typicdly, proffer instances of skip zoning. 

THE COURT: Here's another Grover Cleveland 
skip zone, Richmond Hills skip zone. Now. 

Franklin K. Lane external boundary for that year 
doesr't show any, except we have o look and see 
whether the one indicated in district 16 was a 
skip zone made out of the Bushwick and Lane 
districts, or was trholly one or wholly the 
other, but in the neighborhood. 
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CROSS-EXAMINATION (continued) 

BY MR. OOPSTBIN: 

Q Starting with 1970. Mare there any plana that 

permitted atudenta who were zoned into the Franklin K. Lane 
district to attend the Brooklyn part, to attend other achoola? 
A I believe there were. There were optione that were 

granted atudenta in some of our feeder achoola. They were 
given an option to attend one of four or five other achoola, 
strictly limited number of streets, and I never was able to 
find out how many atudenta that we would have gotten opted 
for anyplace else. I don't know whether anything ever really 
took place. 

THE COURT: would that be something that 
would tend to intensify the problem at P.K.L. 
or to relieve it? 

I suppose that it would help Franklin 
K. Lane in relieving the off-school population. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: It might do that. 

THE COURT: But would it worsen its 
condition by having a tendency to let the cream 
skim itself off? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I would rather not answer 
that myself, your Honor, because I believe that 
explanation of the op admissions program — 
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I think that one of our witnesses should 
do that. Since your Honor is suggesting — I think 
I should say that the program — I think by law 
can only be made available to everyone and the 
Board of Education in trying to implement the 
maximum feasible integration must look at 
students. It must looc at high schools. 

THE COURT: But I thought the key to 
optioning out was that — option to a school 
where there was less of your minority than in 
your resident districts. In other words, if 
you were black and in Lane, you couldn't option 
to Boys' High, which I guess has a higher con¬ 
centration of blacks than Lana, but you could 
option to Tildon, which I expect — 

THE WITNESS: I don't remember the figures. 

I'm sure Mr. Gopstein knows• The names wore 
Midwood — 

THE COURT: You could option to a school 
in which your ethnic classification was at a 
lower intensification than in the school of your 
residence, so as to dilute, to enablj you to go 
to a school in which your ethnic representation 


was more dilute 
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MR. GOrSTEIN: And presumably, your 
Honor, this would help provide a more integrated 
education to both the students who take the 
options and for the students in the receiving 
schools, many of whom until that point, because 
they lived in a neighborhood that may have been 
all white, go to schools with anything other than 
white. 

One of the effects of this program was to 
maximize a minimized education for a great number 
of people going, and those in the receiving 
schools. 

THE COURT: I think Mr. Selub would say 
everything is correct except "a very large number 
of students." 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Your Honor, may I say, 
obviously this is for experts to testify, but 
if 1,000 students go from the northern part of 
Brooklyn to the southern part of Brooklyn, and 
if a school which, before it was 95 percent 
white is now 70 percent white, I don't think 
it's very difficult to show that the 70 percent 
white in that school are also receiving an 
integrated education, so the op admission effects 
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both anda of it. 

THE COURT:No doubt about it. Not alwsys 

\ 

appreciated. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Perhaps not, but I think 
well — Mr. Selub — 

THE WITN2SS: I knew I wouldn't be asked 
any of the questions I wanted to answer. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I would have been glad to 
prepare you. 

THE COURT: He did say that he did know 
that the options were granted to students in 
their districts, but he doesn't know how many 
were actually affected, or what effect it had 
on Fxanklin K. Lane attendance. 

THE WITNESS: That is correct. I do know 
if it was intended to do something about inte¬ 
gration, if it did it at the receiving end in 
the schools to which students opted, it did not 
do it in Franklin K. Lane, because the percentage 
of black and Puerto Ricans went up increasingly 
year after year. 

BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 

Q Is it true, Mr. Selub, that the percentage nay 

have gone up even though many people were taking — 
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2 

MR. TODEL: Objection to the form of 


3 

the question. 


4 

TEE COURTi I'll take it, since opting 


5 

out all other things remaining constant was not 


6 

extended — could not operate in such a way as 


7 

to reduce the percentage of others in Franklin 


8 

K. Lane, suddenly increasing percentage of 


9 

blacks and steadily reducing the percentage of 


10 

others, talking black simply to cut through 


11 

and not stop Puerto Rican, Indian and Oriental, 


12 

that percentage increase must be due to other 


13 

demographic factors and could not be relayed to 


14 

the door, certainly, of opting out. 


15 

BY MR. GCPSTEINt 


16 

5 In other words, one other way of putting it. 


17 

were it not for the op admissions program, the ethnic 


18 

balance might have tipped more severely than it might have? 


19 

A There are other possibilities. 


20 

Q I'm suggesting a possibility; I'm not giving 


21 

an answer. 


22 

A You are asking me if that's a possibility. That's a 


23 

possibility, but I'm not sure if that's what was operative. 


24 

I think what was operative here to some extent, anyway. 


25 

because another possibility, the lack of effect upon integrati 

- 







118 

Selub-cross 61 

of op enrollment, still whites and others fled. I have no 
**eason to believe thatthe op enrollment affected us substan¬ 
tially in terms of numbers; therefore could not affect much 
in any direction. 

THE COURT: Well, we had a number for it. 

I thought it was in the order of 7 to 800, 

Franklin K. Lane district pupils, to whom the 
option was available, as nearly as could be 
told. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I'm sorry, I didn't hear 

you. 

THE COURT: I thought we had a figure at 
an earlier stage which had indicated for some 
one year the option effective some 700 order — 
leave out the word "order," some 700-plus 
children who were potential Franklin K. Lane 
registrants, but not more than that, and how 
many of them opted; I forget whether we had any 
number at all. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I don't have those figures 

now. 

MR. TODEL: I think, your Honor, there are 
only about 1800 who were able to opt in the 
borough of Brooklyn. I don't know where you got 
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the figure 700. It doesn't appear in your order 
at all. It was only 1800 for tha borough of 
Brooklyn. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I believe that first year 
was closer to 2200. 

THE COURT: We have the breakdown of the 
options by schools, somewhere in these things. 

MR. TCDEL: I'll locate it. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Your Honor, are you looking 
for the ethnic distribution breakdown? 

THE COURT: No, the option. 

MR. TODEL: Make it Exhibit 3, your Honor. 

THE COURT: We'll take a short recess. 

(Whereupon, a she t recess was had.) 

b 

(After recess.) 

THE COURT: It's something on op admissions 
but it doesn't — in Exhibit 5 entitled A Report, 
1970 -- A study of the possible changes in the 
attendance, patterns of Brooklyn's academic 
high schools and the other part of that, the 
report on op admissions program, 1969-70. 
Somewhere in there. Then you found another one— 
in the motion papers, again Exhibit 7, showing 
Franklin K. Lane lost or gained op admissions 
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minus 155. I'm not clear what year it is. Well, 
that's projected, and of course, September, 1971, 
that would have been an exhibit. Most of these 
exhibits were part of Mr. Anker’s affadavit, 

I think, referred in paragraph 17, Mr. Anker's 
affadavit of June 15, 1971. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: In 1968, I believe. 
CROSS-EXAMINATION (continued): 

BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 

0 In 1968, I believe there was some problems in 

your school. Since that time has the utilization of your school 
improved or gotten worse, as far as you know? 

A I think there was an up and down in the graph, the 

utilization rate went down in the spring of 196‘. I think that 
it stayed down somewhat beginning of the fall of '69, I think 
that it stayed down somewhat. Beginning of the fall of '69 
it varied inbetween. I don't think that there is a significant 
difference between now and '68. 

Q Has the utilization rate of your school now 

compared to what it was then, has it been the same, approxi¬ 
mately higher, or is it lower? 

A As against '68? 


V 




68 , when you had difficulties that you 


25 


referred to. 
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A I would say pretty close to the — may I refer to some 

figures I have in my case? 

Q The figures — I'm sure we had the same figures. 

I just wanted — 

MR. TODEL: If the Court pleases, we don't 
have the same figures. I don't have the '71 and 
'72 figures. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: We do have those figures and 
we brought extra copies for Mr. Selub. I wc .. d 
just read to the Court that in 1968 the utiliza¬ 
tion was 125 percent; in 1972 the utilization is 
111 percent. 

THE COURT: Repeat that. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: 125 and 111 percent. Were you 
aware of the differences? 


THE WITNESS: 1968 as against the current? 


BY MR. GOPSTEIN: 


1972? 


utilization? 


The current. 


Current. In other words, ten percent drop in 


A Perhaps. I Mnow one of the years since I have been there 
we had been as high as 5400. We are approximately 4900 thousand 
now.In other words, the board has certain utilization 
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percentages and I'm not sure exactly what they mean. We are 
on a single session now. In 1968 we were on an overlap session. 
We may have had more students in the school, but what if the 
school was utili:re.i at any particular time of the day 
for a greater percent than it is now, is open tc question. 

q But it is your choice to have the single session,' 

A Yes. 

q If you wanted to, you could have end to end type 

of session? In other words, two completely separate schedules, 
when one is finished the other begins; that vould be one way 
of dealinc with a utilization problem, if you felt there was , 

one? 

A Yes. 

MU. GOPSTEIN : I have no further questions. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. TODEL: 

Q Mr. Selub, Mr. Gopstein asked if you could have 

netter utilization if you have an end-to-end program. Explain 
what an end-to-end program is? 

A An end-to-end program le one in which students arrive, 

half student population arrives for an early session, from 
eight o'clock to twelve-thirty, and then leave, the school, 
at which point the other half of the student, arrive and go 
from twelve-thirty, let us say, to flve-t»lrty. 









123 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 


r, 


12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


Selub-redirect 66 

Now, also Mr. Gopsteln used the word, he said It would 
have been your choice, if you wanted a single session. Do 
you recall him just saying that a few moments ago? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, will you tell the Court what in your opinioi 

as an educator would be the result if you had an end-to-end 
session at Franklin K. Lane High School? 

A I think for one thing that there would be resistance 

from the parents of the students, because it would require 
students to leave the school late. Many of theto would be 
traveling as much as an hour, certainly a distance of four 
and a half to five miles, getting home after dark in the late 
autumn and through the winter. I have had parents say to me 
they object to that. They don't want their children traveling 
out in the streets, that time of day. 

Q Are these parents white or black? 

A Both' while and black. The local community is opposed to 

having the students leaving the school late, and wandering in 
the community. The parents are objecting to the fact tl* the 
students may be subject to violence or other criminal 
activities. There is a great deal of concern about that, but 
that's only on the question of security. The creation of end- 
to-end sessions have to have a deleterious effect on the 
school program, because students are limited to a six-period 
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and perhaps a seventh period day. If you have an overlap of 


the last period, the result is that there academic index 


drops down in many of these things — many of the formulae 


that Mr. Gopstein was refer! g to would be adversely affected. 


There wouldn't be as much of a range for the students in their 


academic subjects, either. 


Would there be any specific problems within the 


school itself by having two schools actually in operation, 


apparently with children coming and going. 


Yes, you have to have a double overhead in terms of 


office personnel, security personnel in the school. There 


would be the question of maintaining security after dark or 


in the afternoon. There is, generally speaking from my 


experience with the school as it was, a tendency for an 


increase in cutting, an increase in truancy, especially in the 


late sessions, because we did already have an overlap session 


in the school. We went away from that period. Much of our 


difficulty seems to be in 


Would there be any problem in having an end-to- 


end session? 


Yes, the day would start earlier. We have a zero peri 


at the present time which starts at eight o’clock and attend¬ 


ance is poorer and lateness is greater for that zero period. 


We have those problems, anywry, even for the regular session 


r • - . •* • 
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which starts at 20 minutes to nine, and whether the students 
should do this, should be late or not, is not at issue; the 
fact is that there are, and with an earlier session starting 
at eight, we would increase the intensity of the problem of 
lateness and attendance. 

Q You mentioned, and Mr. Gopstein questioned you 

about it. You mentioned about it and Mr. Gopstein mentioned 
the meetings you had with Mr. Scribner and Mr. Anker, its 
related to the whole question of end-to-end, what you call 
violence and security. Will you tell the Court the substance 
of this meeting? 

A There had been a meeting just prior to that, a week 

prior to that which had been held at the request of legis¬ 
lators at the Lane Zone, assemblyman Battista and some other 
local people, block associations who were complaining about 
violence around the school and in the school, and the result 
of that meeting. Dr. Scribner called for a second meeting, 
which would be just a staff meeting, at which he asked me to 
appear, asked me to present the problems of the school and 
some suggestions for improvement. As I indicated earlier in 
my testimony, I divided the problems between the physical 
problems of safety at the present time, dealing with the 
violence that was taking place in the school, problems of the 
school related to the makeup o'* the student oody, and the 
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problems attendant upon that, things that were in my opinion 
connected with feeder patterns and zoning. 

, When I brought up the question of the makeup of the 
student body, Mr. Dombrow raised the problem of the possibili¬ 
ty of changes in feeder pattern, and Dr. Scribner indicated 
that this was not an appropriate time to go into as complica¬ 
ted a problem as zoning, although Mr. Dombrow had paid 
attention to it. 

I don't ^ay this in degradation of Dr. Scribner; I say 
it was one of the things that I brought up, one of the things 
that my superintendent was ready to take up at that meeting, 
but Dr. Scribner felt that we should deal at that po.’nt with 
certain specifics and that we would have to deal with the 
zoning problem at some other time. 

Q Had you ever discussed with your superior, 

Mr. Dombrow, the possibility of zoning part of the children 
who are in the Lane zone to Grover Cleveland? 

A Yes, I had mentioned it to him. He indicated that the 

problem was too complicated in terms of political pressures 
and community pressures because Grover Cleveland High School 
had gone through some zoning of its own, previous to this. He 
indicated he couldn't tackle it at that point, that way. 

MR.GOPSTEIN: Objection, I would like to 
restate my objection to this type of testimony. 
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a number of black children at Grover Cleveland High School? 

A That I was not aware of. 

1 Let me rephrase that. I knev/ there was a change 

in the ethnic distribution at Grover Cleveland, but I didn't 

relate it in any way to the renovation. 

C Now, with reference to certain questions about 

the resources that Franklin K. Lane has, as compared with the 
rest of the City, in fact, Franklin K. Lane has, according 
to your testimony, three guidance counselors for three 
college-bound students. 

A Yes. 

Q One for upward mobility students? 

A Yes. 

Q And three for the balance of the school? 

A Yes. We have three appointed guidance counselors. We 

also — 

Q When in response to Mr. Gopstein's reading of 

the number of pupils per guidance counselor, you questioned 

this type of statistics because there are many other factors 
which go into play for personnel that go into guidance? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you have other people assigned to guidance? 

A Yes. As a matter of fact, I couldn't quite understand 


25 


the statistics that Mr. Gopstein read, because it seemed to me 
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2 

that there was a ilsunderstanding. We pulled from our regular 

3 

allottment — •.♦t re given a certain overhead for administra¬ 

4 

tion, we are given a certain number of positions for guidance 

5 

and then in addition we actually make other adjustments from 

6 

among the teachers that we have for classrooms to meet our 

8 

needs. We have great advisors who work on the programming 

constructing the programs of the students. 

1 9 

We have one per 350, approximately. They are included 

1 

in the guidance figure. 

1 

We have deans of boys and deans of girls, and we have, 

1 2 

if I remember correctly, approximately three - - I think we 

1 

have 3.4 positions that we are usi.ng for the dean's office 

1 

on the boy's side and 3.2 on the girl's side. 

1 

We also have additional personnel that we have assigned 

1 

to the attendance office. 

1 

Now, we have had to do these things because our 

1 

problems are so intense that we have to make the adjustment. 

1 

I don't believe that Mr. Gopstein is correct in saying that 

1 

we are assigned a guidance person or a guidance position for 

1 

every 150-odd students; that's actually the figure that may 

1 

come out after we have made all our disporftions. 

■ 

Q Mr. Selub, in other words you had to draw 

I 

teachers away from teaching? 


A That is correct. 

1 
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Q And did you have a conversation at any time with 

one of the defendants, Jacob Sacks, with reference to this 
particular problem? 

A First, in answer to your question, the high school 

office, that is Mr. Sacks, asked Mr. Dombrow to check with 
me about the number of people I had assigned to non-teaching 
jobs. I was under criticism for that because — I pointed 
out to them that we couldn't operate without pulling these 
people out of the classroom, and making classes larger, because 
ve had to have the personnel to cover the halls and the dean's 
offices, and to check on attendance and cutting, but I think 
as a matter of fact, here in the courtroom last May, Mr. Sacks 
made some reference to the fact that we could have provided 
other academic services, remediated services if we hadn't 
chose to us^ our personnel. 

Q Could you have done that? 

A Yes, at che cost of having increased problems <n terms 

of security and in terms of discipline and movement through 
the school. 

Q Have you suggested to the Board of Education, 

to your superiors, the fact that students from Franklin K. Lan^ 
or in the Franklin K. Lane zone, could go to Grover Cleveland 

THE COURT: I'm sorry, I didn't hear that 


A 


High School? 
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question. Could you repeat it? 

(Whereupon the reporter read the question.) 

THE WITNESS: I believe I have. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

Q And that students from the Grover Cleveland zone 

could come to Franklin K. Lane? 

A I had suggested that there could be a zone adjustment, 

could be explored, which would change the pattern in the ways 
that your question indicates. 

Q And in fact, Mr. Selub, the transportation 

facilities in the area, Franklin K. Lane zone and Grover 
Cleveland Zone and Richmond Hills zone and John Adams zone, 
are good as far as transportation for students? 

A I would certainly say that we are on the same transpor¬ 

tation line as Richmond Hills, buses that service our school 
continue north and south, north towards Grover Cleveland, 
south towards Adams. 

Q And there is a DeKalb Avenue busline that goes 

directly in front of Grover Cleveland? 

A That comes right through our zone in the west. 

Q And there is also a busline which goes through 

Glendale, Crescent Avenue busline, which goes through Glendale 


25 


right through the park? 

A That's correct, to my knowledge. 
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Q There is also the Trioorough Bus Company that 

could come through the park from Glendale? 

A I'm not too certain ubout that. I'm not too familiar 

with that. 

Q Just one further question. Just so the Court 

could have a feeling for the problems that you have. 

Do you know, for example, the various feeder 
schools that feed into Franklin K. Lane High School? 

A Yes. There is a considerable list, including those 

very small numbers, a list that covers almost two columns. 

Q Do you know what the reading score level of the 

children that come to Franklin K. Lane from these feeder 
schools are? 

A I have a very good idea, because a recent list, a list 

was recently published in the New York Times, rating in the 
city, and we checked our principal feeder schools on that list 
and they come almost entirely from the very bottom of that 
list. 

For instance, one of the schools, I.S. 55, which 
feeds us over 100 students, is at the very hottest of thkt lift. 
The figure that 4 percent, 4.5 percent, is of the students 
at I.S. 55, read at or above grade level, 95.5 read below 
school level. I.S. 51, feeds us over 100, has a reading — 
reading ranging 6.5 of the students read at or above grade 
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level, the remainder are below. We have one school from 
Queens that feeds, I think High School 210, Queens, ranging 
of that school is 34 percent at or above; that's the average 
they feed us; something like 90 students, and even there 
I'm not certain — with the others I'm certain where there 
is 4.5 percent of the students are at or above the grade 
level, we can't possibly get very many that can read above 
grade level. 

In Junior High School 210, Queens, it's possible that 
we are getting some that are in the above grade level group, 
and it's possible that we are getting them below, or a fair 
mixture of the two. 

Overall I would say that that list indicates very 
clearly one of the fundamental problems of the school that is, 
that it has not only a htige ninth year, which in and of itself 
is larger than most junior high schools, entire junior high 
schools. 

Q Do you ki ow what the figures are for September 

of 1972? 

A For the ninth year? 

Q For the ninth year. 

A We received uomething like 1500 and we retained some¬ 

thing like 400. We have over 1900 ninth-year students and that 
is, to my knowledge, the largest ninth-year group of any 
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school in the City, and the vast majority of these students 
come from schools which are at the very bottom of the reading 
range. We know from our own testing that they are below 
minimum competency, so we have not only a problem, but a prob¬ 
lem of such magnitude, it's unreasonable to imagine that we 
can handle it. It's just too many with problems that are too 
intense. 

* i 

MR. TODEL: I have no further questions. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I have no further questions. 

THE COURT: You may step down. 

MR. TODEL: I'll call Mr. Saltzman. 
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HAROLD SALTZMAN, called as a witness, having 

been duly sworn by the Clerk of the court, assumed the 
witness stand and testified as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. TODEL: 

Q Mr. Saltzman, by whom are you employed? 

A New York City Board of Education. 

Q In what capacity? 

A I’m a teacher at Franklin K. Lane. 

Q How long have you been a teacher in the Board 

of Education? 

A Since 1959, 12 years. 

Q And how long have you been at teaching at 

Franklin K. Lane High School? 

A Since February of 1961. 

0 And you are still teaching at Franklin K. Lane? 

A Yes, I am. 

Q During the course of your employment as a 

teacher at Franklin K. Lane High School, did you have any 
other responsibility at sometime or other? 

A Yes, 1964 i was President of the Teachers' Council of 

the School. 

Q What is the Teachers' Council? 

A Teachers Council was the legislative representative 


body. 


136 

Saltzman-direct 79 

Q During the course of your being president of the 

Teachers' Council, did you have conversations with representa¬ 
tives of the Board of Education? Yes or no? 

A Yes. 

THE COURT: What year was this? 

THE WITNESS: 1964. 

Q And specifically, with whom did you have 

conversations? 

A We had meetings with the principal of Lane High School, 

Q Who was the principal at that time? 

A James J. O'Connell. 

Q And who else? 

A There were meetings with Dorothy Bonowit, she is now 

deceased. 


Q Who was Dorothy Bonowit? 

A She was the Queens High School field superintendent 

who was Mr. O'Connell's immediate superior. 

0 You say she vaa a Queens High School — 

A Lane was administered as a Queens high school, in thos e 

days. 

Q That was in 1964? 

A Yes. 

Q Did it receive students from Queens at that 

particular time in 1964? 
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Yes, it did. 


Q What sections of Queens? 

A In primarily Woodhaven, but also Ridgewood, Glendale, 

Richmond Hills, Kew Gardens and Ozone Park and Lindenwood. 

Q Did you have any conversations with anyone else 

in the Board of Education in 1964? 

A There were meetings that had been set up with 

Mr. O'Connell, the former principal, the late Mrs. Bonowit, 
Carl Golden, who was then UFT Chairman in the school, and 
assistant superintendent Gerald Landers. A study was made 
by the Teachers' Committee, 1964 and early '65, entitled 
Statement of Problem and Nature of Complaint, in which the 
Committee did an investigation of the zoning of the school, 
the feeder patterns, and pointed out that the peculiar way 
that Lane had been zoned would lead to resegregation of the 


school. 


When you started to work at Franklin K. Lane 


in 1961, about what percentage of the students were black and 
Puerto Ri< n, and what percentage were white? 

A In 1960, the ethnic balance was 76 percent white. In 

1964 it had dropped some 23 percent, because of zoning changes 
that had been put in there, and it was down to 51 percent. 

THE COURT: 51? 

MR. GOPSTFINs Objection, your Honor. 
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The witness can testify best to the 
ethnic figures when we start to attribute it - 
I don't believe we have any basis for it. 

THE COURTS Do we have the* anywhere in 
the record? 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I don't know if we have it 
that far back. 

MH. TODET,: in the record, we do heve from ’61. 

HR. GOPSTEIN, I'm just objecting to the 
fact that the witness has attributed these changes 
to particular causes. 

the COURT: Yes. I don't think we have the 
zoning that far back, do we? 

MR. todel: No, we don't. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: So, your Honor, I request 
that be stricken. 

the COURT: He is testifying from recol¬ 
lection, as I understand it, that they were drawing 
students from the main communities in Queens, and 
he's named half a dozen communities in Queens, 

Richmond Hill, Woodhaven. What others? 

the WITNESS: Ozone Park, Glendale and 
Ridgewood. 

MR. TODEL: 
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And your conversationwith Mrs. 


Booowit or the 
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principal of the school, what did you say to therrwith refer¬ 
ence to zoning? 

A We indicated back in 1964 that unless changes in the 

zoning were implemented, Lane would very soon be a reversely 
segregated school, because an increasing number of youngsters 
with severe educational handicaps — the previous witness 
testified had been coming into the school, and if that 
pattern continued, we would end up with a segregated school. 

Q Did you make any recommendations to the Board 

of Education? 

A Yes, we did. We recommended, we laid out transportation 

guides back in 1964 and early '65, in which we indicated how 
eash it would be for moderate zoning changes to be made. 

Q What moderate zoning changes? 

A We recommended that students in the extreme western 

half of the zone in Brooklyn could be zoned to other schools 
in Brooklyn, and we recommended that students in areas such 
as Glendale and Ozone Park and Richmond Hill could very 
easily be zoned to Lane. 

Q Did you make any recommendations' with reference 

to Queens? 

A Yes, we did. We recommended that students had previous¬ 

ly lived — what had bren the John Adams - Grover Cleveland 
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area could be zoned to Lane. 
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Q After 1965, did you have any conversation with 

anyone in the Board of Education? 

A There were ongoing discussions through '65, '66 with 

Assistant Superintendent Elizabeth O'Daley. In 1966, the 
high schools were decentralized for a few years, and Lane was 
put into District 19, and Elizabeth C. O'Daley was the 
District Superintendent, and at the same time I was the 
UnitedFederation of Teachers representative for District 19, 
and I met with Miss O'Daley very frequently, discussing the 
matter of zoning with Lane High School. 

"a 

Q And was the zone of Lane High School changed 

in any fashion? 

A No, it was not. 

Q Now, you hoard some testimony earlier with 

reference to possible rezoning in 1969? 

A Yes. 

Q When Mr. Selub was being questioned about the*? 

I Yes, I did. 

Q Can you tell the Court and help the Court and 

myself, in terms of explaining what occurred then? 

A In 1968, when I became Chairman, one of my first duties 
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i 
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was to notify the State Department of what was happening at 
Lane because of the peculiar way the zone was drawn, and I 
received a response from his assistant, Mrs. Swinger, she had 
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investigated the situation and assured me this was only 
temporary, and indeed a State finance studyof Brooklyn zoning 
was being undertaken by the Board of Education, and that she 
assured me in her letter of July,1968. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Your Honor, could we have 
an objection? 

Your Honor could — we are constantly 
getting statements — letters — they are not 
being introduced. Can't we have these letters 
introduced? I think this is entirely improper. 

THE COURT: Yes, I would think. 

MR. TODEL: May we have this marked 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 2? 

THE CLERK: So marked. 

MR. TODEL: For identification. 

THE CLERK: For identification, 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 2. 

(So marked.) 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Do you have a copy of that? 

MR. TODEL: I'll have one available for you. 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. TODEL (continued): 

Q I show you Plaintiff's Exhibit 2, and ask you if 

you know what this is? 
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A Yes, I do. 

0 Tell the Court. 

A This is a letter to me dated July 3, 1968, from 

Mrs. Esther M. Swanger, assistant to the Deputy Commissioner 
of the State of Hew York. 

Q And is this the letter which they refer to the 

State Finance Study of Brooklyn schools? 

A Yes, the State had funded a zoning study of State 

integration of the high schools in Brooklyn. 

MR. TODEL: At this time the Plaintiff 
offers in evidence Plaintiff’s Exhibit 2. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Can I have a chance to 
read it? 

THE COURT: I think that relates to what 
I referred to before; that's Exhibit 5. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Your Honor, I object to 
the introduction of this letter because 
there are references in the letter to statements 
which Mr. Saltzman apparently made; also by 
: letter, in which Mrs. Swanger agrees to things 

that he had said. 

I have no idea what he said to her in 
the letter. I cannot question her as to the 
basis of these decisions. I cannot have this 
produced as to the truth of the matter when 
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Mrs. Swanger is not hera, except to indicate 
that there was communication between Mr. Salts*a* 
and some other official, except to express his 
concern as to other matters. 

MR. TODEL: If the Court pleases, I will 
introduce, and the purpose of this witness is 
to show a knowledge on the part of the Board 
of Education. I will introduce this letter for 
the purpose of showing knowledge, not only to 
the Board of Education but also the State 
Department of Education, as to problems at Lane 
without going into the specifics of the letter. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: Just to indicate that they 
were aware that some people were concerned about 
zoning at Lane High School. 

MR. TODEL: And also, the Commissioner was 
concerned,since they ordered a State fund nurvey 
which his Honor pointed out, it's hour Extoit 5 
attached to your moving papers. 

THE COURT: Well, that I am not too clear 
about, and maybe this is a point at which it can 
be made clear, because Mr. Thorn signed it, or 
at least signed the covering letter, and that is, 
it identifies the Exhibit 5 from the affadavit 
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as the result of an extension of a study. New 
York. State funded, in the Interests of improving 
the attendance patterns in the academic high 
schools.I was never clear as to whether this 
is the study of the use of the word, extension, 
whether that's like extended, or what it is. 

MR. TODEL: This is one of the things 
that I have been unable to lean* your Honor, and 
I think it will be brought out later on, possibly 
through another witness, as to what that report 
you have as Exhibit 5 really is. And as I state 
with reference to this Exhibit, Plaintiff's 
Exhibit 2, it's really being introduced to show 
on the part of the plaintiff, the knowledge of 
the State Department of Education as to the 
facts that zoning — there was a need for rezoning 
in the Lane situation. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: I don't know, your Honor. 
Obviously the letter is here. I don't know if we 
can take it without further testimony from the 
person who wrote the letter. This is in response 
to Mr. Saltzman's inquiry. We don't know what 
was being stated, to merely say yes, we are 
aware of it, we are concerned. Much more is 




1 


88 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 


' 145 

Saltzman-direct 
obviously being implied. 

THE COURT: I don't see how it will help 
us, really, that the State Commissioner of 
Education knew what was going on, and that 
people were unhappy. I am sure we can take it 
for granted — 

MR. TODEL: Your Honor, I recognize the 
basis of my getting this in, and I did not offer 
it, but since counsel had asked for it and I 
wanted to show we did have the letter, let 
Mr. Saltzman — I understand the problem of 
introducing that, sinceMr. Gopstein requested 
the letter. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: The verbal testimony of 
Mr. Saltzman is deficient, twice as much. He 
made single references without the letter being 
there. I think the same objection also applies 
to that. 

THE COURT: Let's move along. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. TODEL (continued): 

Q Mr. Saltzman, in 1969, you were going to testi¬ 

fy with reference to any possible zoning changes which did 


25 


occur, namely, with reference to some of the questions which 
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were put to Mr. Selub. Do you recall that? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, will you tell the Court what did occur? 

A Well, there were two zoning changes made to Banklin 

K. Lane in 1969, one zoning change removed a white section of 
the zone in Queens, the Forest House, the Forest Park Houses 
Coop located on Woodhaven Boulevard in Queens, had always 
been in the Lane zone, had been removed, and the youngsters 

I 

who formerly came to Lane from that area were changed to 
Richmond Hills High School, further in Queens. 

At the same time, there was a temporary change in which 
graduates of I.S.271 in Brooklyn, graduating class of 1969, 
were divided up among various receiver schools, but in fact 
when we checked the records later in the year, we found that 
in spite of that change, most of the youngsters from 271 had 
indeed either registered in Lane, or had transferred to 
Lane later in the year. 

Q And that was only for that one year in 1969, 

when they were permitted to do that? 

A Yes. 

THE COURT: I did not quite \mdarstand 
the I.S. 271 part of it. 

THE WITNESS: Maybe I can make that a 
little clearer. One of our major feeder schools 
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90 


is Z.S. 271, which had been the Oceanville- 
Brownsville School in 1969, instead of entire 

* 

graduating class of about 450 youngsters coming 
to Lane, that graduating class was divided up, 
about 150 of those youngsters did co;ne to Lane 
and about 300 were assigned to other receiver 
schools. That was a one-year thing. 

In fact, however, when we checked the 
records of transfers, the permanent records of 
our ninth-grade transfers from our schools, we 
found that a large number of those youngsters who 
had bee . assigned to other schools did in fact 
come to Lane,either the very beginning of the 
term or transferred into Lane at some point 
after the beginning of the semester in September 
and October of 1969. 

BY MR. TODEL: 

Q In the spring of 1969, did your Board of 

Education have any plans that you were aware of for the 
rezoning of Lane district? 

A Yes, we had met with the then executive director, 

superintendent of schools, Nathan Brown, and we had impressed 

upon Dr. Brown the importance of zoning issue at Lane being 

» 

resolved, once and for all, and he agreed with teachers and 
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We indicated back in 1964 that unless changes in 
tne zoning were implimented Lane would very soon be a 
reversely segregated school because an increasing number 
of youngsters with severe educational handicap the 
previous witness testified had been coming into the 
school and if that pattern continued we would end up with 
a segregated school. 

O Did you make any recommendations to the 

Board of Education? 

A Yes, we did. We recommended, we laid out trans¬ 

portation guide back in 1964 and early ’65 in which we 
indicated how easy it would be for moderate zoning 

changes to be made. 

> What moderate zoning changes? 

A We recommended that students in the extreme western 

half of the zone in Brooklyn could be zoned to other 
schools in Brooklvn and we recommended that students in 
areas such as Glendale and Ozone Park and Richmond Hill 
could very easily be zoned to Lane. 

0 Did you make any recommendation with refer¬ 

ence to Queens? 

A Yes, we did. We recommended that students had 

previously lived — what had been the John Adams- Grover 


25 


Cleveland area could be zoned to Lane. 
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0 After 1965 did you have any conversation 

with anyone in the Board of Education? 

A There were ongoing discussions through *65, '66 

with assistant superintendent Elizabeth O'Daly. In 1966 
the high schools were decentralized for a few years and 
Lane was put into district 19 and Elizabeth C. O'Daly 
was the district superintendent, and at the same time I 
was the United Federation of Teachers' representative 
for district 19, and I met with Miss O'Daly very frequently 
discussing the matter of zoning with Lane high sci.ool. 

0 And was the zone of Lane high school 

changed in any fashion? 

A No, it was not. 

Q Now, you heard some testimony earlier with 

reference to possible rezoning in 1969? 


Yes. 


When Mr. Selub was being questioned about 


that? 


Yes I did. 


0 Can you tell the court and help the court 

and myself in terms of explaining what occurred then? 

A In 1968 when I became chairman, one of my first 

duties was to notify the State Department of what was 
happening at Lane because of the peculiar way the zone 
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2 was drawn and I received a response from his assistant 

3 Mrs. Swanger, she had investigated the situation and 

4 assured me this was only temporarily and indeed a state 

5 financed study of Brooklyn zoning was being undertaken 

6 by the Board of Education and that she assured me in her 

7 letter of July 1968. 
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MR. GOFSTEIN: Your honor, could we have 
an objection. Your honor could — we are con¬ 
stantly getting statements — letters — they 
are not being introduced. Can't we have these 
letters introduced. I think this is entirely 
improper. 

THE COURT: Y es , I would think. 

MR. TODEL: May we have this marked 
plaintiff'3 exhibit 2. 

THE CLERK: So marked. 

MR. TODEL: For identification. 

THE CLERK: For identification, plaintiff's 
exhibit 2. 

MR. GOFSTEIN: Do you have a cop^ of 

that. 

MR. TODEL: I'll have one available for 

you. 
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BY MR. T0D2L: 

0 I show you plaintiff'9 exhibit 2 and ask 

you if you know what this is? 

A Yes, I do. 

0 Tell the court. 

^ This is a letter to me dated July 3, 1968 from 

Mrs. Esther M. Swanqer assistant to the Deputy Commissioner 
of the State of New York. 

0 And is thi3 the letter which they refer 

to the state finance study of Brooklyn schools? 

A Yes, the state had funded a zoning study of state 

integration of the high schools in Brooklyn. 

MR. TODEL: At this time the plaintiff 
offers in evidence plaintiff's exhibit 2. 

MR. OOFSTEIN: Can I have a change to 
read it. 

THE COURT: I think that relates to what 
I referred to before, that's exhibit 5. 

MR. GOFSTEIN: Your honor, 1 object to 
the introduction of this letter because there 
are references in the letter to statements which 


25 


Mr. Jaltzman apparently made; also by letter in 
which Mrs. iwanger agrees to things that ha had 
said. I have no idea what he said to her in the 
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2 

letter. I cannot question her as to the basis 


3 

of these decisions. I cannot have this pro¬ 


4 

duced as to the truth of the matter when Mrs. 


5 

i 

Swanger is not here except to indicate that 


6 

there was communication between Mr. Saltzman 


7 

and some other official to express his concern 

8 

as to other matters. 

9 

MR. TODELs If the court pleases I will 

10 

introduce and the purpose of this witness is 

11 

to show a knowledge on the part of the Board of 

12 

Education. I will introduce this letter for the 

13 

purpose of showing knowledge, not only to the 

i 

14 

Board of Education but also the State Department 

* 

1 

15 

of Education as to oroblems at Lane without 

16 

going into the specifics of the letter. 

17 

MB. GOFSTEIN: Just to indicate that 

! 

18 

they were aware that some people were concerned 


19 

about zoning at Lane high school. 


20 

MR. TODEL: And also the commissioner was 


21 

concerned since they ordered a state fund survey 


22 

which his honor pointed out, its your exhibit 5 

i 

23 

attached to your moving papers. 

» 

1 

24 

THE COURT: Well, that I*«u not too clear 

I 

1 

25 

about, and maybe this is a point at which it can 
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be made clear because Mr. Sorn signed it, or at 
least signed the covering letter and that is it 
identifies the exhibit 5 from the affidavit as 
the result of an extension of a study, .lew York 
State funded in the interest of improving the 
attendance patterns in the academic high schools. 

I was never clear as to whether this is the study 
of the use of the word extension, whether that's 
like extended or what it is. 

ilR. TODEL: This is one of the things 
that I have been unable to learn your honor and 
I think it will be brought out later on possibly 
through another witness, as to what that report 
you have as exhibit 5 really is. And as I sta;e 
with reference to this exhibit plaintiff's exhihit 
2, it'3 really being introduced to show on the 
part of the plaintiff the knowledge of the State 
Department of Education as to the fact that 
zoning — there was a need for rezoning in the 
Lane situation. 

MR. GOFSTEIN: I don't know your honor, 
obviously the letter is here. I don't know if 
we can take it without further testimony from 
the person who wrote the letter. This is in 
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response to Mr. Saltzman's inquiry. We don't 
know what was being stated, to merely say, yes, 
we are aware of it, we are concerned. Much more 
is obviously being implied. 

THE COURT: I don't see how it will help 
us really, that the State Commissioner of 
Education knew what was going on and that people 
were unhappy. I'm sure we can take it for 
granted — 

MR. TODEL: Your honor, I recognize the 
basis of my getting this in and I did not offer 
it but since counsel had asked for it and I 
wanted to show we did have the letter, let Mr. 
Saltzman — I understand the problem of intro¬ 
ducing that since Mr. Gofstein requested the 
letter. 

MR. GOPSTEIN: The verbal testimony of 
Mr. Saltzman is sufficient, twice as much. He 
made similar references without the letter 
being there. I think the same objection also 
applies to that. 

THE COURT: Let's move along. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION CONTINUING 
BY MR. TODEL: 
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0 Mr. Saltzman, in 1969 you were going to 

testify with reference to any possible zoning changes 
with did occur, namely with reference to some of the 
questions which were put to Mr. Selub. Do you recall 
that? 

A Yes. 

Q Now, will you tell the court what did 

occur? 

A Well, there were two zoning changes made to 

Franklin K. Lane in 1969, one zoning change removed a 
white section of the zone in Queens, the forest house, 
the Forest Park houses coop located on Woodhaven Boulsrard 
in Queens had always been in the Lane zone, had been 
removed and the youngsters who formerly came to Lane from 
that area was changed to Richmond Hill high school further 
in Queens. At the same time there was a temporary change 
in which graduates of I.S. 271 in Brooklyn, graduating 
class of 1969 were divided up among various receiver 
schools but in fact when we checked the records later in 
the year we found that in spite of that change most of 
the youngsters from 271 had indeed either registered in 
Lane or had transferred into Lane later in the year. 

Q And that was only for that one year in 


25 


1969 when they were permitted to do that? 
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Yes. 

THE COURT: I did not quite understand 
the I.S. 271 Dart of it. 
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THE WITNESS: Maybe I can make that a 
little clearer. One of our major feeder schools 
is I.S. 271 which had been the Ocean Hill- 
Brownsville school in 1969, instead of entire 
graduating class of about four hundred and 
fifty youngsters coming to Lane, that graduating 
class was divided up, about a hundred and fifty 
of those youngsters did come to Lane and about 
three hundred were assigned to other receiver 
schools, that was a one year thing. In fact, 
however, when we checked the records of trans¬ 
fers , the permanent records of our ninth grade 
transfers from our schools, we found that a large 
number of those youngsters who had been assigned 
to other schools did in fact come to Lane, either 
the very beginning of the term or transferred 
into Lane at some point after the beginning of 
the semester in September and October of 1969. 

0 In the spring of 1969 did the Board of 

Education have any plans that you were made aware of for 
the rezoning of Lane district? 
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Board of Education did not put this plan into effect? 

A Yes, X was. Dr. Brown tells us in writing because 

of the pressures that had been exerted in those areas, 
political pressures, that he could not — 

MR. COFSTEIN: Your honor, could we have 
the document in writing, especially since the 
witness has testified that there is a written 
document. 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. TODEL: Mark this. 

THE COURT: Plaintiff's exhibit 3 for 
identification, so marked. 

Q I show you plaintiff's exhibit 3 for 

identification and ask you what this is? 

A This is a letter from me dated May 13, 1969. 

THE COURT: To. 

THE WITNESS: Addressed to me in my 
capacity as the United Federation of Teachers 
chapter chairman of Franklin K. Lane from 
Nathan Brown. 

THE COURT: What was the date. 

MR. TODEL: May 13, 1969. 

I offer this in evidence. 

MR. GOFSTEIN: Your honor, again there is a 
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reference in that letter to a telegram that was 
sent by Mr. Saltzman to Dr. 3rown which he is 
replying to understand this letter. We have 
to know what it's replying to. 

0 Mr. Saltzman, do you recall a telegram that 

was sent? 

A Yes. 

Q Will you tell the court about that? 

A The telegram announced that the teachers at 

Franklin K. Lane high school supported the proposed zoning 
plan of Dr. Brown and that we urged him to go ahead with 
the plan that he had proposed and set forth. 

MR. GOFSTEIN: Again your honor ray con¬ 
tinuing objection to introducing documents whereby 
former superintendent speaks presumably for the 
record without bir being there. I think this is 
improper. If they are trying to indicate a 
possession of Dr. Brown he should have been 
subpoenaed to testify and explain rather than 
present what could be a very selected grou p of 
correspondence and recollections as to an issue 
that nay be of some importance. 

THE COURT: Well, I don't quite see how 
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we could ever try laws if you couldn't introduce 
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a letter without having both the writer and the 
recipient testify to it. It will be received. 

If it's worth being introduced it's worth 
reading, I suppose. Is this a convenient place 
to stop for lunch. 

MR. TODEL: 2:15. 

THE COURT: All right we'll recess until 

2:15. 

(Whereupon a luncheon recess was had.) 

(After luncheon recess.) 

THE COURT: All right gentlemen are we 
ready to proceed. 
riRECT EXAMINATION CONTINUING 
BY MR. TODEL: 

0. After you had received this letter from a 
Dr. Brown, Mr. Saltzman, did there come a time when you 
spoke with Dr. Brown? 

A Yes, towards the end of May. It was reported in 

the press that the Board of Education had decided to drop 
that zoning plan and I called Dr. Brown as soon as I read 
about it in the newspapers and I asked him what happened. 
He became quite angry and indicated that he had been 
receiving lots of protest letters and telegrams, phone 
calls from people in Queens who are opposed to the idea 
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of that plan. A3 a result of these pressures the Board 
would not go ahead with it. 

MR. TODEL: No further questions of this 
witness. 

THE COURT: I'm not at all sura of that 
plan that's used in the last answer as very 
specific. The plans for Franklin K. Lane. 

THE WITNESS: That was the plan to extend 
Lane's zone further into Queens, into the Ozone 
Park area. 

THE COURT: Just for Lane. 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

CROSS BCAMINATION BY 
MR. OOFSTETN: 

Q Mr. Saltzman, coming up with this plan, tell 

us again who you consulted with? 

A Which planwas that. 

Q Which plan have you been talking about? 

A The last plan that we have been talking about was 

the plan that was proposed by Deputy Superintendent 
Brown, which would have extended the zone further into 
Queens, into the Ozone Park-Lindenwood section of Queens. 

Q I believe you said prior to that that you 

had had conversation with many other groups too in which 
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you were suggesting certain changes; is that correct? 

A Basically, those were the changes. 

O Presumably you would have wanted to see a 

change where some students from — who probably attended 
Richmond Hill would go to John Adams? 

A And Grover Cleveland. 

Q In suggesting this plan, did you also 

suggest, this would mean that Richmond Hill would have 
now fewer students. Did you also suggest where those 
students would come from? 

A At that time Richmond Hill, Grover Clevelane and 

John Adams were three of the most severely overcrowded 
schools in the city. 

MR. TODELs If the court please — 

THE COURT: What. 

THE WITNESS: Overcrowded. 

MR. GOFSTEIN: May we have the time limit 
here so that the record will be clear with 
reference to when that plan was. 

THE WITNESS: 1969. Richmond Hill and 
John Adams were both operating on multiple days, 
annex buildings and Grover Cleveland didn't have 
an annex but a multiple day but it would relieve 
those schools to have those youngsters zoned to 
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